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STATE MAY BE SPARED NEW BASE CLOSINGS 
California seen vitul to Clinton re-election 

By OTTO KRElSHER bases to live within tight future removed McClcllan from Air suucmre, he Coplcy News Senicc bud eu.  Force's r~commcndations, citing Cumuktjve economic impact is 
flowever. a former aide to the the cumulativs economic h p a c t  onc of he legal cr,tcry the The Clinton administration Base Closure and Realignment on California. 

services a n  wc to wvc a b a ~ ,  
wantr to shield California from the commission said people still Other San Diego area facilirits aidc 
f u u ~  round of miliury base involved in the rocess tell him considered candidates for He alw how he 
~iosures  next year be~ause the state - next year's roun8-is likely to be closurcncxt ycar a x  the s u b r m r k  Califomh bases could br proucted 
is considered essential to the the most politicized . . . 10 date.' base at Ballast Point. the Marine from consideralion by 
president's rczlcction. according Clinton Cannot allow anything Corps RccnritDepot and any of commission members. whose 
to Penygon and base closure to close in California 'for election the Navy research rnd engineering predecessors tuve shown great cornmiss~on sources. rusons." the source said. Iaboratorics. such a~ thcNaval independence in exam ining If the adminis~n~ion succeeds. California's 54 electoral votes Electronic Engineering Center and facilities not on Penupon's it would be good news for are 20 percent of what will be the Naval Ocean Systems Ccntcr. lisu. 
California officials, who have needed for victory in the 1996 Two of the sources uid Pcrry One of Lhe sourc-s said hc 
been trying to protect the state presidential election. has visitcd McClellan twice in president hopes to avo~d hat  by 
from a devastating last round of 'Conscqucndy. evcryd~iny in recent nlo~~rhs a d  toulcd the r i n g  a number of loyal 
closures. California u reported to be virtues of the massivc depot. emocnts on next year's 

Some military officials had off-limits,' the source wid. 'Hc said things he shouldn't commission to ensure that politiul 
estimated that Lhe state could lose The current commission aidc havc said.' the Pcougon official factors arc considered. 
as nuny defense insollations in and a Pentagon official involved in wid of Pcrry. The sources said ople bc~np 
the coming round as it did in the the closing process said Ihcy have Clinton also has visited the considered include Pd'rmer Scn. 
hrcc previous rounds combined. hcard that the White House wan? Sacrame~~~o-area baw twice in the Alan Dixon. D-Dl.; former Keps. 
But now sources say the to prevent further cconomlc last ycar, declaring on a May 22 Tom Downcy. D-N.Y.. and 
administration wan& all Californu rn i shmmt  to California. which stop that McChllan 'plays a Beverly Byron. D-Md.: Susan 
facilities off-limits during the next ad 22 major bases md nuny special role' in the Dcfcnx Livingston, a former assisunt 
bascclosing effon. smaller facilities on previous Depanmen~ '~  post-CoId War Army secrcury for insulltmns; 

7 .  Past and present commission closure lists. uansition. retired Air Force Gen. H.T. 

. & ai&s expressed concern that my If w e ,  Ihc White House's The current commission aide Johnson: and retired Navy Capl. 

_;3f effort to exempt Callfornu would political concerns could protect noted that  spin'^ effort to save Peter Bowrmn, both former 
blauntly politicize painful several major California McClcllan drew considcrablc commissioners. 

\ process that ~cncrally has been installations that arc prime criticism because it was seen as a DixonandDowncy supposedly 
accepted because it was perceived candidates for closure based on litical favor to Rep. Vic Fub, are being considered for rhe 

@ 

as fair and nonpartisan. past actions m d  P e m ' s  sutcd Gsacrammto. Any aacmpt to chairmanship of the eight-mcmkr 
L% minefield. 'They're if going they to do walk hat.' into a r priorities Because for Perry next year's suessed round. cutting sl~icld be even a11 Californu more convovershl. bases would he commission. Former Sen. Jake Can\. ! 

commtsston aide warned industrial facilities, the Long Beach wid.. R-Utah. reportedly is the choice of 
yesterday. Naval Shipyard and h e  aviation don't know R-kn. .  who one " ~ ~ - .  It's a liule disconccning to Senate tdinoriry Lcader Bob Dole. 

A White House spokesman repair btpou at N o h  Island Naval us.' the aide said. 'I 
denied here was any attempt to Air Station and McClellrn Air how you d n w  Be to House Minority Leader Bob 
add polikal considerations lo Ihe Force Base are at the top of that rmit rhal.' Michcl. R-Ill.. also would get onc 
process. and a Pcntagon spokesman list of endangered bases. $ Under the law Bat created the ~ l m i n e e .  
reputed Defense Sccrcllry All three were s ~ d i e d  by h e  coinmission Process* every base 
Willirm Perry's declaration h a t  1 9 9 3 c o m m i s  s i o n  , b u t  must be considcrcd for in 
h c  rcniccs must shed u ~ c c d c d  thcn-Defense Sccrrury k s  Aspin light of *c  c x p ~ w d  force 

. . -  _ _,_ _ --.- _ _ _  ... ,- - - - - -- --- - ---- - 
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STAND-ALONE DlSTRlBYTlON DEPOTS $ ' .  

FOCUS 

+ FAClLlTlZED TO SUPPORT WORLDWIDE DISTRIBUTION IN 
PEACETIME OR WARTIME a r 

)) Right Facilities in Right Locations 
)) Capacity (Storage & Thruput) 
)) Lowest .Infrastructure Costs _r .. 

a .  * -  . 3 I y-1;; ; 

)) Excess Capacity 
+ STRATEGICALLY LOCATED AND FAClLlTlZED TO SUPPORT 

OPERATIONAL READINESS WORLDWIDE 
)) Contingencies .... . . . 

)) Emergencies 

1 013194 Close Hold 
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MATERIAL MANAGEMENT - DISTRIBUTIOhl ! 
CONCEPT OF OPERATIONS 

VISION 

This document suna r i zes  our concept o f  d i s t r i b u t i o n  operations from the 

present t ime through FY 2001. As stated i n  our St ra teg ic  Plan, our goals are: 

* Warfightinglcontingency Support 

* Best Value D i s t r i bu t i on  I 

* Modern Workplace 

* Accurate Inventory 

* We1 1 -Trained Workforce 

TURNING OUR VISION INTO REALITY 

To achieve the  goals i n  our s t ra teg ic  plan, we must consider f a c i l i t y  

requirements as  ou t l i ned  i n  enclosure 1 and a lso  address a number of other 

re1 ated fac tors  : 

WARFIGHTING/CONTINGFNCY SUPPORI 

As a combat support agency, we must be ready t o  respond t o  the surge i n  

business associated w i t h  mobi l iza t ion from peacetime operations t o  wartime 

operations. Our d i s t r i b u t i o n  system must be ab le  t o  sup3ort the two Major 

Regional Con f l i c t s  envisioned i n  the Defense Guidance. I n  view o f  the  unique 

capab i l i t i e s  o f  our two PDS 's ,  these f a c i l i t i e s  are an i i t e g r a l  p a r t  of our 
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MATERIAL MANAGEMENT - DISTRIBUTION 
CONCEPT OF OPERATIONS 

d i s t r i b u t i o n  system's warfightinglcontingency support capabi 1 i t ies .  I n  

wartime, we must have the capabil i ty t o  accept direct vendor del ivery i tems 

from suppliers and forward them t o  deployedldeploying unit:; when the vendor i s  

unable t o  complete delivery d i rec t ly  t o  the customer. We flust also have the 

capab i l i t y  t o  handle the accelerated f ie ld ing  of new weapon systems and other 

items through our d is t r ibu t ion  si tes.  It w i l l  also be necessary f o r  us t o  

re ta in  some f a c i l i t i e s  fo r  storage o f  war reserve material and slow-maving 

stock held f o r  wartime or emergent requirements . While nornal l y  re1 a t i  vely 

inact ive,  these warehouse si tes must have the thruput capacity t o  quickly 

issue materi a1 i n  response t o  mobi 1 i zat i  on requirements . - 
We must provide d is t r ibu t ion  services t o  standard while reducing costs and 

passing the savings on t o  customers. The concept o f  operations ( f o r  BRAC 

purposes) i s  bui 1 t around the wholesale depots transferred t o  DLA i n  DMRD 902. 

Optimizing around the use o f  exist ing sites i s  the pr inc ip le  behind the 

concept o f  operations due t o  force reduction and the contraction o f  the depot 

capacity . This w i  11 be accompl i shed by aggressive cost containment measures. 

business process improvements, and a discrete pr ic ing system. Costs w i l l  be 

co l lected by various categories o f  work including on lo f f  base issues. Charges 
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MATERIAL MANAGEMENT - DISTRIBUTION 
CONCEPT OF OPERATIONS 

overseas bases, redistr ibut ion of DLA owned CIT mate-ial current ly stored a t  

non-DLA s i tes ,  and the requirement t o  provide d is t r i t )u t ion services t o  an 

expanded customer base. Hazardous materi a1 . subsi stlence and other 

specialized comnodities w i l l  be stored i n  the minimlnri number o f  depots M e r e  

conforming storage i s  available. Construction of new specialized warehouses . 

w i l l  be minimized t o  those cases M e r e  cost benef i t  a ia lys is  shows clear 

advantage. The net resul t  of the puts and takes may I)e tha t  an ex is t ing 

depot(s) i s  no longer required fo r  i t s  thruput, but must be retained fo r  i t s  

, storage capacity. The mix o f  storage capacity owned try the government and 1 
t ha t  leased from the  pr ivate sector w i l l  be based on cost and m i l i t a r y  

essenti a1 i t y  . 

* STOCK POSITIONING 

Dis t r ibu t ion  f a c i l i t i e s  w i  11 be provided t o  support t h e  emerging stock 

posi t ion ing pol  i cy .  Where demand patterns so indicate materi a1 w i  11 be 

stocked i n  close proximity t o  customers, especial ly a t  col located f a c i l i t i e s .  
N~ccsSAPI '  

General use items w i  11 be stocked i n  high thruput storage f a c i l i t i e s .  O~?PDS 

i n  the east and one PDS i n  the west. Specialized items w i l l  be stored and 

handled a t  s i t es  M e r e  conforming or  - s j $ i  a1 ized storage and a speci a1 l y  

t ra ined workforce exists.  S l o w  moving items w i l l  be stored a t  locations where 

the combination o f  storage and transportation costs i s  rnost beneficial. This 
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MATERIAL MANAGEMENT - DISTRIBUTION 
CONCEPT OF OPERATIONS 

I stockage po l i cy ,  known as "best value", w i l l  also resul t  i n  reduced costs and 

retent ion of those capabi l i t ies needed t o  support two major regional 

contingencies . 

I Modernization o f  our f a c i l i t i e s  i s  irrrportant as they musl; keep pace w i th  the 

times. This includes planned replacement of o ld  f a c i l i t l  es and upgrades (such 

as be t te r  l i gh t i ng .  better storage aids, greater density o f  storage, more 

;k- 
ef f ic ien t  heatinglcooling systems, etc.) t o  ex is t ing f a c i l i t i e s .  We should 

I 
I give preference t o  our more modern f a c i l i t i e s  hhose eff ic iencies contribute t o  

higher product iv i ty  and lower cost. B D O ~  &k& 
I s h ~ y e  has D b ' 5  (>\A %s* W 

I 
I and combatant cmands are structured f o r  
i 

increasingly diverse missions , the d is t r ibut ion system must be adapted t o  

provide a wide range o f  services tai lored t o  customer needs. Examples of 

t h i s  include posi t ioning o f  stock a t  depots t o  better sa t is fy  demand a t  

maintenance a c t i v i t i e s ,  use o f  a1 1 storage fac i  1 i t i e s  by a1 1 inventory control 

I , points,  providing v i s i b i l i t y  o f  in - t rans i t  assets, reducing del ivery times, 

! providing dedicated del i very service. customizing packaging and customizing 

I order processing. Providing customized service i n  a cost e f fec t ive  manner 
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MATERIAL MANAGEMENT - .DISTRIBUTIOV 
CONCEPT OF OPERATIONS 

requires imnediate access t o  information about stock a v  3 i  1 abi 1 i t y  . storage and 

thruput capacities. and discrete cost data. I n  formati 011 requi rernents t o  

support customized service w i l l  be provided by the Distl- i  bution Standard 

System (DSS). DSS, which w i l l  be f ielded over the next three years, w i l l  a lso I 
I 

standardize performance reporting and f a c i l i t a t e  cost reducing business 

process improvements. - 
Inventory accuracy i s  essential t o  an effective and e f f i c i en t  d i s t r i bu t i on  

system. We have an ongoing program t o  measure inventory accuracy and t o  

correct  f o r  inaccuracies created by the in teract ion o f  personnel w i th  

automated systems. We w i l l  be implementing Approved MILSTRAP Change Let ter  8 

(AMCL-8). which transfers accountability o f  material stored a t  depots from the 

inventory control  points t o  the depots. Implementation o f  DSS and the proper 

storage o f  material w i  11 contribute t o  improved inventory accuracy. 

A depot workforce whose knowledge, ski1 1s. and a b i l i t i e s  more c losely  matches 

the  demands placed upon- them w i l l  contribute t o  a more e f fec t i ve  and e f f i c ien t  

d i s t r i b u t i o n  system - one which operates a t  a 1 w r  cost. DLA i s  now the 
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MATERIAL MANAGEMENT - DISTRIBUTION 
CONCEPT OF OPERATIONS 

employer o f  the major i ty o f  DoD's d is t r ibut ion profess.ionals. We are 

developing a t ra in ing  program t o  empower these employees t o  do bet ter  work and 

t o  support the log ica l  progression o f  a career i n  d is t r ibut ion.  Certain 

commodities (such as hazardous materials, subsistence, clothing & t e x t i l e s ,  

etc.  1 requi re  cer ta in  speci a1 ski 11 s . A ski  l 1 ed workforce, combined wi th  the  

proper f a c i l i t i e s  for d is t r ibu t ion  o f  these c m d i t i e : ; ,  i s  a combination 

which y ie lds cheaper better d is t r ibut ion.  Any consideration o f  t ransferr ing a 

speci a1 ized mission t o  another location must consider the korkforce sk i  11 s  a t  

the new locat ion i n  addit ion t o  the f a c i l i t i e s  a t  the IIW location. The cost 

o f  properly t ra in ing  personnel a t  the proposed new s i t e  o f  a specialized - 
mission may be a s ign i f i can t  expense. DQO %U a- 
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Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman : 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU). 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the "testing1' depot for many new 
computer system for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLAts Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLA Model Installation Award for six cc~nsecutive years and 
was the only DLA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, hzs proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highk.ay, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and alsc has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 

7)-T 
kame U h  - 

\ 7& Zw 
Address 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
 omm mission 1700 North Moore Street, suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this commu?ity, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many natio:ls of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the lltestingl depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other system 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLA1s Model ~nstallation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers: over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLA Model Installation Award for six ccmsecutive years and 
was the only DLA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these aztions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defexse and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense ~istribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consistently  bee^ a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly profess:ional 
workforce which has contributed much to this comrnuriity, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the "testing" depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLAts Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLA Model Installation Award for six c,cnsecutive years and 
was the only DLA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has exparlsion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining thsse aztions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU f r ~ m  the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 
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ATTN: Mr. Alan J. uuron, ~ l ~ c u l ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  

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

SUBJECT: Defense Dist:ribution Depot Ogden Utah (DDOU) Merits Reconsideration 

Dear Mr. Dixon: 

Please distribute the enclosed letters to all BRAC Commission Members. Thank you. 

As a former employee of DDOU, I am writing to beseech you to obtain the full data about 
DDOU, and not just consider the very biased misinformation presented by Defense 
Distribution Depot Region West (DDRW) and Defense Logistics Agency (DLA). DDOU has 
a better over-all record 1 han any other distribution depot in DLA, and has been the top 
competitor of Defense 1)istribution Depot Tracy (DDTC) for years. Because of DDOU's 
outstanding record, it W i B  allowed to stand alone and not be consolidated under Defense 
Distribution Region West (DDRW) in 1991. DDRW (DDTC) maneuvered to change this 
decision and succeeded in 1993. Ever since then, they have caused many organizational, 
supply requisitioning. ,and personnel problems to lower morale and disrupt mission 
capabilities by imposing unreasonable policies and procedures. DDOU's autonomy has 
been taken away! Permission from DDRW must be obtained to accept reimbursable jobs, 
award contracts for repairs or maintenance on equipment, and buy supplies. thereby, 
wasting valuable time and increasing expenses. 

Please consider the folltming facts: 

1. In an independent study of all DLA depots. conducted by Peat Marwick Associates in 
1993, DDOU is clearly tdentifed as the depot that "represents the wisest use 
of taxpayer dollars" and provides the best service of any depot in the entire 
nation. (DDO's 1 lnit cost is $2 1.45) 

2. DDOU has the best transportation facilities available in the country: 
o It is only 12 fkeeway miles from Hill Air Force Base. 
o It is 30 freeway miles from the Salt Lake International Airport (please note copy 

of April 28, 1995 newspaper item concerning special request by UN). 
o DDO still has a useable rail system intact, and is on a main artery for rail 

transportation. 
o It is at the crossroads of major interstate highways. TrafAc congestion is minimal, 

especially in comparison to the clogged highways of California. 
o It is cheaper to transport military supplies that DDO provides from Utah to 

California #,an it is to transport material from one point in California to another. 
Look at inkcstate tariffs. 

3. It was a mU£ta.y, not political, decision that determined Ogden, Utah as the ideal 
western inland site for a large distribution center. 

4. DDO received the Commander-in-Chiefs Award for excellent installations in 1987. 



5. DDO has the on& facility that assembles and tests the Deployczble Medical System 
(mobile hospital units). which are shipped all over the world in times of war or 
conflicts and crisis. DDO was nominated for Center of Excellence by the Surgeon 
General of the Army for its mission with the medical unit. 

6. DDOU has been reported year after year to be the lowest-c0s.t depot in DoD while 
continuing to be number 1 in customer service. Example: DDOU's cost to refurbish 
a gas cylinder is $3 1.15 compared to Defense Distribution Depot Richmond VA.'s cost 
of $59. 

7. The dry climate at DDO is ideal for storing many textile items. Such a low-humidity 
facility would need to be built at the cost of millions of dollars if these items were 
relocated to the West Coast. 

8. DDOU has been the "depot of choice" selected by many defense service centers when 
they have been given the opportunity to choose a depot to process their workloads 
due to excellent customer service, dependability, accuracy, anel fast response time. 

9. For six years in a row, DDO was No. 1 for DLA's Model Installation Program, saving 
taxpayers over $5 million during the years the program was in effect. 

10. DDO has developed, tested and implemented many computer systems and 
improvements for DLA and DoD. 

DDO is and will continue to be of enormous military value. Its unique capabilities, its 
reputation for efflciency and its strategic location should weigh heavily in its favor. Be sure 
of the facts so that you are not a party to the political sabotage that ]:)laced DDOU on the 
Base Closure List. If you allow DDOU to be closed, the United Statets will lose a valuable 
asset in distributing emergency aid and goods as well as regular stock items, and that loss 
will be felt the world over (see newspaper article "Defense Depot Ogderl's 54-year history"). 

/&d44?(/u \. . . 
- - </&??@~ 

Dorrene Jeske 
- ..v,-- 

1056 E. 425 N. 
Ogden, Utah 84404 

cc: 
Senator Orrin G .  Hatch 
135 Russell Senate Office Bldg. 
Washington. DC 20510 

Senator Robert Bennett 
SD505 Dirksen Office Bldg. 
Washington, DC 205 10-4401 

Representative Jim Hansen 
242 1 Rayburn House Office Bldg. 
Washington, DC 205 15 
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AT A GLANCE 

0DO ships aid 
to Rwanda 

Snit Lnko lntornntional Airport 
on T trursdny. I 

for tho tonts Is In response to 
bloodshod that occurred in a 
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Defense D e p ~ t  
Qgdon's 54-year 
history 
Defsnse Depol Ogtlcrr 11,rs bcoen 
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lor Illtr CJ S Army and lrns 
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2 May 1995 

Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
C/O Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
1700 North Moore Street. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

SUBJECT: Defense Ilistribution Depot Ogden Utah (DDOU) Merits Reconsideration 

Dear BRAC Commission Member: 

As a former employee of DDOU, I am writing to beseech you to obtain the full data about 
DDOU, and not just consider the very biased misinformation presented by Defense 
Distribution Depot Region West (DDRW) and Defense Logistics Agency (DLA). DDOU has 
a better over-all record than any other distribution depot in DLA, and has been the top 
competitor of Defense Distribution Depot Tracy (DDTC) for years. Because of DDOU's 
outstanding record, it was allowed to stand alone and not be consolidated under Defense 
Distribution Region West (DDRW) in 1 9 9  1.  DDRW (DDTC) maneuvered to change this 
decision and succeeded in 1993. Ever since then, they have caused many organizational. 
supply requisitioning, and personnel problems to lower morale and disrupt mission 
capabilities by imposing unreasonable policies and procedures. DDOU's autonomy has 
been taken away! Permission from DDRW must be obtained to accept reimbursable jobs, 
award contracts for repairs or maintenance on equipment, and buy supplies, thereby, 
wasting valuable time and increasing expenses. 

Please consider the following facts: 

1. In an independent study of all DLA depots, conducted by Peat Marwick Associates in 
1993. DDOU is clearly identified as the depot that "represents the wisest use 
of taxpayer dollars" and provides the best service of any depot in the entire 
nation. (DDO's unit cost is $2 1.45) 

2. DDOU has the best transportation facilities available in the country: 
o It is only 12 freeway miles from Hill Air Force Base. 
o It is 30 freeway miles from the Salt Lake International Airport (please note copy 

of April 28, 1995 newspaper item concerning special request by UN). 
o DDO still has a useable rail system intact, and is on a main artery for rail 

transportation. 
o It is at the crossroads of major interstate highways. T r a c  congestion is minimal, 

especially in comparison to the clogged highways of California. 
o It is cheaper to transport military supplies that DDO provides from Utah to 

California than it is to transport material from one point in California to another. 
Look at interstate tariffs. 

3. It was a military, not polithd, decision that determined Ogden, Utah as the ideal 
western inland site for a large distribution center. 

4. DDO has the on& facility that assembles and tests the Deployable Medical System 
(mobile hospital units), which are shipped all over the world in times of war or 
conflicts arid crisis. DDO was nominated for Center of Excellence by the Surgeon 
General of the h n y  for its mission with the medical unit. 



5. DDO received the Commander-in-Chiefs Award for excellent installations in 1987. 

6. DDOU has been reported year &er year to be the lowest-cost depot in DoD while 
continuing to be number 1 in customer service. Example: DDOU's cost to refurbish 
a gas cylinder is $31.15 compared to Defense Distribution Depot Richmond VA.'s cost 
of $59. 

7. The dry climate at DDO is ideal for storing many textile items. Such a low-humidity 
facility would need to be built at the cost of millions of dollars if these items were 
relocated to the West Coast. 

8. DDOU has been the "depot of choice" selected by many defense service centers when 
they have been given the opportunity to choose a depot to process their workloads 
due to excellent customer service, dependability, accuracy, and fast response time. 

9. For six years in a row, DDO was No. 1 for DLA's Model Installation Program, saving 
taxpayers over $5 million during the years the program was in effect. 

10. DDO has developed, tested and implemented many computer systems and 
improvements for DLA and DoD. 

DDO is and will continue to be of enormous military value. Its unique capabilities, its 
reputation for efficiency and its strategic location should weigh heavily in its favor. Be sure 
of the facts so that you are not a party to the political sabotage that placed DDOU on the 
Base Closure List. If you allow DDOU to be closed, the United States will lose a valuable 
asset in distributing emergency aid and goods as well as regular stock items, and that loss 
will be felt the world over (see newspaper article "Defense Depot Ogden's 54-year history"). 

... --. ,,' 

Dorrene Jeske 
1056 E. 425 N. 
Ogden, Utah 84404 

cc: 
Senator Orrin G .  Hatch 
135 Russell Senate Office Bldg. 
Washington. DC 205 10 

Senator Robert Bennett 
SD505 Dirksen Omce Bldg. 
Washington, DC 205 10-4401 

Representative Jim Hansen 
242 1 Rayburn House Omce Bldg. 
Washington, DC 205 15 



SPECIAL IIEPORT 

World War II. It was activated in 
1941 lo serve as a supply depot 
for the U.S. Army and has 
supplied jobs and community 
involvement for thousands of 
workers, war prisoners and 
membors of the communily ever 
slncu. Here are sonle of tho 
highligtits of its history: 

Support to military Support to civilian/hu~ani'c;3rian 

il llesidents of Wobef County raise $99,632 in 48 II The dnpol is activated Ssp!. 15 an,: i: ~;,.r:d 19 
,-@P hours lo help buy tho 1,678-acre site and beat out 

Salt Lake City for the facility. Construction bgins in 

bloodshed that occurred in a 
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Standard-Examiner 

DDO's military value 
i 

I 

D efense Depot Ogden 
workers are understand- 
ably preoccupied with 
the threat of job loss as 

the Defense Base Closure and Re- 
alignment commission deliberates 
the next round of military base 
closures. 

But their dedication to duty, 
- their efficiency, effectiveness and 

commitment to swiftly respond in 
times of distress have not dimin- 
ished. 

The dreadful tragedy in Okla- 
homa and the massacre of refu- 
gees in Rwanda are the latest tests 
of the mettly of DDO workers. 

The first calls for help came late 
the day after the April 19 bomb- 
ing of the Oklahoma City federal 
building. 

By 8:40 a.m. Friday, transport 
trucks were loaded with 6,700 sur- 
gical gloves and 8 18 blankets. 
DDO workers once again stood 

, ready to aid in the mammoth hu- 
manitarian effort in Oklahoma. 

Tragedies reinforce 

problems. 
At least another 24 hours would 

havc been eaten up whilr: the 
transport truck traveled either east 
along 1-80 or the distance through 
the heart of California to ~rcach 
the southern interstate route. 

Furthermore, if there had been 
a shortened response time, rt:quir- 
ing an airlift, DDO's strategic lo- 
cation would be difficult to beat. 

DDO is within 15 miles of Hill 
Air Force Base. The cargo could 
be on the scene in hours, instead 
of a day and a half in transit. 

Those airlift capabilities do not 
exist at Tracy - the depot that 
Defense Logistic Agency adminis- 
trators have marked to receive the 
DDO missions if closure pro~pos- 
als are not reversed. 

Officials said easier access and 
greater accommodation of stored 
goods are the factors in DDO, not 
Tracy, getting the United Nii1:ions 
plea for help. 

,,, The precious cargo arrived at I t  was a military, not political, \ 
noon last Saturday at Tinker Air decision that settled on Ogdcn as 

"' Force Base and, before nightfall, the ideal western inland sitc for 
,"' was in the hands of the dedicated, the huge distribution center. 

duty-bound rescuers at the devas- 
tating explosion. . . 

,-. - This past Thursday afternoon, 
I * ,  DDO employees answered a Unit- 
. ed Nations humanitarian plea to 

'I.;" aid the Rwanda relief effort. 

: Late afternoon, 350 tents, poles, 
-. '' ropes and pegs were transferred 
" from DDO warehouses to trans- 

;;:'. port trucks. The trucks delivered 
~ r i ~  the cargo to a waiting Soviet-built 

t I 
cargo plane for airlift to the belea- 

,,), guered African nation. 

Why did the calls come to 
, , DDO and not Tracy Defense De- 

r pot - the military installation 
that is heahquarters for Defense 
Distribution Region West, now 
the master of DDO's operation? 

It made sense to reach out to 
2 the distribution center with the 

quickest, surest response time to 
get the necessary supplies to Okla- 

rin frnrn Ttacv lncated 

The value of that decision has 
not changed. Immediate air trans- 
portation is available at Hill and 
Salt Lake City International Air- 
port. DDO is on a main artery for 
rail transportation and at the 
crossroads of major intcrtstate 
highways. Traffic congestilon is 
minimal, especially in comparison 
to the clogged highways of Cali- 
fornia. 

[)DO is and will continue 1.0 be 
of enormous military value. Its 
unique capabilities, its reputation 
for efficiency and its strategic lo- 
cation should weigh heavily in its 
favor with the final decision of 
the Defense Closure and Realign- 
ment Commission. 

L,etter writers are encouragt:d to 
give input to the commission. 4d- 
dress correspondence to: 

A.lan Dixon, chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Re- 

a l i o n m ~ n t  r n m m i c c i n n  



April 11, 1995 

The Honorable Alan J. Dixon 
Chairman 
Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, Va. 22209 

Dear Senator: 

I am a concerned citizen who resides in the community 
surrounding the Defense Distribution Depot Ogden ZJtah (DDOU), 
which has been recommended for closure by the Defense Logistics 
Agency (DLA). 

My understanding of the reasoning behind BRAC actions is a 
savings in "REAL" dollars for we taxpayers. Based on ,that 
understanding, and on what I believe to be DLA's recommendation 
of moving the bulk of DDOU's workload to DLA's region west head- 
quarters (DDRW or DDJC) in California, I question the logic of 
moving such an operation as the HAZARDOUS MATERIELS STOCK which 
is currently located at DDOU. 

I understand that DDOU currently generates OVER 250 TONS of 
hazardous materiel per year. I have heard that Utah charqes a 
permit modification- fee- of $1000.00 and an additional $50700 per 
hour as review fees for each instance, where as DDRW would likely 
have to modify their EPA waste management codes and pay initial 
processing costs of $25,000.00 and -- $100.00 per hour for review fees 
for each instance. Please note that DDJC received a total of 
$19,000.00 in environmental fines and penalties during 1994, 
where as DDOU received $zero. Further, DDOU expects no fines or 
penalties during 1995. I am afraid that my poor mathematical 
skills fail to find "ANY" savings in such a proposed move. In 
fact I find an exceptionally inflated opposite figure. 

An added concern is that DDJC is in a "NON-ATTAINMENT REGION" 
for volatile organic components (VOC) air emissions. The very 
management of hazardous materiel stocks inherently provides a 
significant source of VOC air emissions. Consider that 
California very strictly regulates many hazardous materiels such 
as used oils, expired shelf-life material, PCB's and much more, 
where as Utah's restrictions are far less stringent. Utah, 
specifically DDOU is currently set up as, and operates as a 
properly regulated hazardous materiel storage site. The proposed 
receiving depot of DDJC is not. In order for the DDJC depot to 
be brought up to standards "WITHIN THE LIMITS" of federal AND 
state laws, the expenditure of further $Mrs of taxpayer dollars 
will be required for permits, impact studies, facilities and much 
more. 

Why should we as citizens and taxpayers be required to bear 
the burden of additional dollars which can be used for other far 
more important programs such as education, law enforcement, 



illegal drug controls, etc? More importantly, why are DLA and 
DDRW trying to fix something that already works exceptionally 
well at a far lower current cost? 

I certainly hope that you will ask these questions as part of 
your review process, I for one seriously question the logic 
behind such a recommendation by DLA and DDRW, as do many of my 
neighbors. 

Thank you very much for your time and consideration on our 
behalf, and we as a community wish you the very best in your 
deliberations. 

I remain in Loyalty, Protection and Service 

Sincerely 

& 
R. H. (Bob) Jones 
U. S. Navy Retired 
3359 North 2550 East 
Layton, Utah 84040-8497 
(801 )  771-0181 



April 10, 1995 

Senator Alan J. Dixon 
Chairman, BRAC '95 
1700 North Moore St, Suite 1425 
Arlington, Va. 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

In a recent issue of the Defense Distribution :Region West's 
news paper the Roundup, the lead story cites DDRW as receiving 
two nominations for "top environmental awards" under the 
Secretary of Defenses environmental security awards program. I 
find this very interesting as there are depots within DDRW who 
are far better qualified for these nominations. 

Some history might be of value. DDRW's San Joaquin and Tracy 
depots have been considered by many as one depot since DDRW was 
head quartered in California and DLA started realigning all of 
their depots under an east/west head quarter scenario. That 
these two depots are considered as one depot increases my 
apprehension at the truth in these nominations. 

Please consider the following: DDJC recently had to purchase 
150 acres of "PRIME FARMLAND" in the form of a "WALNUT GROVE". 
This "PRIME FARMLAND" was used as part of their criteria for not 
being recommended for closure under BRAC rules. This property is 
part of a 500 acre parcel which DDJC themselves contaminated, and 
then purchased. Now what are we as citizens supposed to do with 
a 150 acre "CONTAMINATED walnut farm? I certainly don't know. 

Another issue is the 16 ACTIVE underground storage tanks still 
in use at DDJC. I understand that there are no leak detection 
systems installed on these tanks, nor are there any content level 
indication systems installed. The only way to te1.1 if the tanks 
a r e  f u l l  is when t h e y  overflow i n t o  an  a l r e a d y  contaminated 
ground, as has evidently been the practice for years. DDOU has 
had their underground tanks removed and the ground cleaned per 
governing regulation for years. How then can DDJC and DDRW be so 
proud of their contribution to a cleaner environment? Also 
please consider that DDJC has been levied a total $19,Q00.00 in 
environmentally related fines or penalties just in 1994. DDOU 
received zero fines or penalties in 1994, and anticipate none 
during 1995. Again, there seems to be some rather large 
discrepancies in the equality of DLA's findings. Really makes me 
wonder if DDOU was even a part of this contest, while lending 
credence to the speculation as to why we were recommended for 
closure by BOTH DDRW and DLA. 

It is also interesting that DDJC is located in a region noted 
as a "NON-ATTAINMENT" for volatile organic compounds (VOC) air 
emissions, where as DDOU is located in an "ATTAINMENT" region for 
VOC's, and has for years operated as a storage management site 
for compounds such as PCB's, oils, expired shelf-li.fe materiel 



and many other related items. So again why was DDOU not fairly 
included in the competition for these awards? 

Something here seems terribly out of character, especially 
since we are all supposedly working toward the same end of 
supporting the uniformed defenders of our great nation at the 
most optimum savings to the taxpayer. As DDOU has operated well 
within the confines of the law, and has remained ~ Z P ,  MODEL 
INSTALLATION within DLA, we appear to be trying to fix something 
that is not broken. So now what? 

I hope that you will seriously consider this information as 
you deliberate which installation should be closed. We of the 
Ogden and DDOU community believe that we have always been the 
best and most cost effective at supporting our troops. We would 
sincerely like to keep being just that. Thank you for your time 
and consideration. 

I remain in Loyalty, Protection and Service 

Sincerely 

-s 
R. H. (Bob) Jones 
U. S. Navy Retired 
3359 North 2550 East 
Layton, Utah 84040-8497 
( 8 0 1 )  771-0181 



April 10, 1995 

The Honorable Alan J. Dixon 
Chairman 
Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, Va. 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

In the past couple years I have noticed several. water drilling 
rigs, ditches, cement boxes and water treatment :pl.ants, etc going 
up on the Defense Distribution Depot Ogden Utah (DDOU), which has 
been recommended for base closure by the Defense Logistics Agency 
(DLA). I am told that all of this construction on the depot is 
due to the base being listed as a federal super fund cleanup 
site. Four things bother me deeply about this project: 

a. How much is all of this going to cost me as an already over 
burdened taxpayer, and how soon will the ground be available for 
sale/lease so that we can realize a return on it? 

b. Documents on file at our local library say thi3t it might take 
as long as FIfTEEN YEARS to restore DDOU if everything goes as 
planned. I also understand that ground listed as a super fund 
site h mce*dy ~~ to sell or lease until C43MPlETELY 
cleaned up. Where is there any profit in ground that can not be 
sold or rented if the base is closed for federal use? 

c. There are several streams that pass through the depot which 
are used as conduits for storm sewage, and one (Four Mile Creek) 
which has a perennial flow and is a fish and water fowl habitat. 
The EPA has stated that "a critical habitat deserves special 
attention because of much greater potential for damage to the 
habitat which will affect a population, community and ecosystem 
than would a non-critical habitat". If and when DDOU is sold off 
or leased, what will happen to this now protected and beautiful 
natural setting? 

d. DDOU has for over 35 years leased 247 acres to local farmers/ 
ranchers to grow alfalfa, which is critical to our dairy and 
ranching lifestyle. We are too quickly losing ground which has 
fed, clothed and provided our existence since the valley was 
settled over 150 years ago. Where will the farmers who now "PAY" 
to use this ground turn for such vital livestock feed? How will 
he survive? 

Sir, these are just a few of the things that bother me about 
DDOU closing. That this unit has consistently been rated the 
very best depot within DLA forever should say something. I do 
hope that you will consider these points in your deliberations. 
More than that, I hope that you will ask DLA and DDRW why these 
questions were not considered sooner. I do very much appreciate 
your listening to me, and we as a community wish you well in your 



very difficult task. As a taxpayer, I say "let's keep the very 
best open and continue to realize the wisest savings for our 
dollar". 

I remain in Loyalty, Protection and Service 

Sincerely 

GLL- 
R. H. (Bob) Jones 
U. S. ~ a v ~ - ~ e t i r e d  
3359 North 2550 East 
Layton, Utah 84040-8497 
(801) 771-0181 



May 4, 1995 

The Honorable Alan J. Dixon 
United States Senator 
& Chairman of the BRAC Commission 

Dear Senator Dixo . I am wrlting t%~s letter on behalf of myself and my fellow 
workers. We at D.D.D.O.believe that such a vital inland base - - 

should remain intact. 
D.D.D.O. has the only Deployable Medical Systems facility 

in the country. This mission is 100% reimbursable. We are 
preforming a vital role for our country, our servicemen, your 
sons and daughters. 

We assemble . Deployable Medical Systems, along with all 
of the support equipmen?. When a hospital leaves this base 
and arrives at its destination, wherever that may he, it is 
a complete unit ready for action. Including the 100kw generators 
which provide the power for power distribution units for heaters, 
airconditioners lights ect. 

These complete hospitals are not only ship around the 
world, but are also stored on base for future use by the armed 
forces, or for use in areas hit by national disasters such 
as hurricanes, earthquakes, ect. 

D.D.D.O. is located in an ideal area. We have the right 
type of climate for these units as well as a railhead and 
air support which is furnished by Hill Field. 

Not only would it be costly to move this large of an 
operation, but it would also put a stop to the producticn 
of this vital function. The time that would be involved to 
shut down operations and move it some where else, only to 
spend more time setting up and starting up again would greatly 
effect the efficiency of the DEPMEDS operation. 

This country can not afford to lose the quality of the 
dedicated work force that it takes to assemble such a vital 
product to support those who are willing to die fighting for 
our freedom. 

Not only does it take the employees in the DEPMEDS unit 
to produce a qualitity product, but it also takes the warehouse 
workers, the production control people as well as the transportation 
specialists L o  y e i  the j ob  d o n e .  Our cuunL11 r leeds  " L-nia  3asc 
and this Base needs its' employees. 

I am enclosing a couple of news articals from our Ogden 
Standard-Examiner. I hope that you will have the time to read 
them. 

Thank you for your time 

Ronnie Schwinn 
1029 Grandview Rd. 
Brigham City, Utah 

84302 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
commission 1700 North Moore Street, suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a meaber of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense ~istribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. . 

Over the years DDOU has been the "testingu depot for many new 
computer systeas for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLA1s Model ~nstallation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious D W  Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
was the only D M  depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 

2 /P Sft-rct 0 
Address 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

chairman Dixon: 

As a resident of Utah and the community surrounding Defense 
Distribution Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU), I am concerned by the 
recommendation to close DDOU. 

It has been reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved 
to the west coast and this gives rise to many questions. 

Why was DDOU rated so low this year, when records indicate the 
depot has consistently met or exceeded the criteria set for remaining a 
viable, functioning, low cost facility year after year? 

How can the hazardous materials storage function be moved to 
the west coast when it was originally placed at DDOU in part due to 
California's restrictions on disposal of such materials? 

Shouldn't we, as Americans, be concerned by the apparent policy 
to put Itall our eggs in two basketstt by locating so many defense supply 
functions on the coasts? Wouldn't it be wiser to retain the most cost 
efficient, strategically located inland sites? DDOU has a demonstrated 
record of cost effectiveness and performance efficiency. It is 
centrally and uniquely located with access to major highway, rail, and 
air transportation facilities. The climate and environmental 
conditions are well-suited for long-term storage of items such as the 
DEPMEDS container hospitals, whereas coastal climates have proven 
detrimental to this function. 

As you evaluate the closure recommendations and criteria, 
please consider these issues and the many others raised and send to you 
by members of the community surrounding DDOU. We feel you will come to 
agree with us that DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully, 

/3G &dbL&v/~ 2, BAhxL, Ef  PwY 
Address 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

The recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden, 
UT (DDOU) is of great concern to me and the members of this community, 
as well as the depot employees and their families. 

In reviewing the information in the DLA Detail Analysis 
supporting their recommendation, we question the validity of the 
selection based on the criteria requested by your commission. There 
are innumerable areas where the facts and' figures dontt seem to 
Itadd upu. 

DDOU has a well-earned reputation for being a cost effective 
and performance efficient depot, It has proven itself time and time 
again in meeting the challenges of mission accomplishment and cost 
savings. 

DDOU has developed, tested, and implemented many computer 
systems and improvements for DLA and DoD. The depot was also 
instrumental in the successful development and implementation of the 
Workforce certification Program and the use of the ME hand-held 
computer scanners used for inventory and location accuracy. 

Over all, as DDOUts Ittrack recordM is compared to other depots 
and facilities, the facts will speak for themselves. DDOU consistently 
demonstrates high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. How can this history of success and achievement suddenly 
NOT be enough to justify DDOUts continued existence as a major 
distribution site in DoD? 

Please carefully evaluate the facts. Itm confident you will 
conclude that for the good of our military forces and the people of the 
United States DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Sincerely, 

,&r,-e, X m i . L t  
Name 

94 5 . &  ,, h d  
Address 

L?. f f  P&24 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

It is with much concern that I write this letter, since I, like 
many others, have a tendency to believe that Washington tlbureaucrats'' 
and politicians don't care what the average taxpayer has to say. 
However, there are so many misrepresented facts and so much misleading 
information going around about the recommendation to close Defense 
Distribution Depot Ogden (DDOU) that I decided to find out if my caring 
and writing does matter. 

DDOU has served this and other communities, our military forces, 
and the taxpayers of Utah and the United States efficiently and cost 
effectively for more than 50 years. In the 60's and 701s, DDOUts 
dedicated, well-educated workforce adopted an aggressive modernization 
program. Leading edge technology was incorporated into the DDOU 
processes and has been maintained to this day. Private sector 
distribution giants came to DDOU to learn the latest technologies, and 
through it all, DDOU remained the leader in DLA distribution in terms 
of efficiency, economy, and customer responsiveness. 

With the kind of record DDOU has demonstrated, it is difficult to 
understand what criteria was used to justify the closure 
recommendation. I realize there is some rather intense "political 
frictionv1 between DDOU and the region in the west, but surely the 
decision to close a base should be based on more than that. 

The DLA Detailed Analysis indicates the DDOU Ogden Site was scored 
against one base in the west which combined 3 sites in presenting its 
data. If this is true, the comparison was more than a little out of 
line and unjust. 

You and the BRAC commission will make the decision for or against 
closure. If you investigate this and other allegations of distorted 
data which have been called to your attention in letters and 
newspapers, I feel you will find it is in the best interests of our 
military forces and the taxpayers of the United States to remove DDOU 
from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 

hPA2 
Name 

/36 C & a 2 1 4  
Address 



Mr. Alan J. ~ixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

I would like to take this opportunity to express my concern 
with regard to the recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot 
Ogden, UT (DDOU). The people of this community, as well as depot 
employees and their families, are certainly feeling the sting of DLA1s 
recommendation. 

We are concerned because we feel DDOU provides a necessary 
service to all Americans and many nations of the free world. The 
distribution service, customer support, and humanitarian relief 
provided by DDOU is of excellent quality and offers U.S. taxpayers an 
exceptional "Real Dollar" savings year after year, rather than adding 
to our already astronomically high national debt. 

In an independent study of all DLA depots, conducted by Peat, 
Marwick Associates in 1993, DDOU is clearly identified as the depot 
which I1represents the wisest use of taxpayer dollars1I and I1provides the 
best service of any depot in the entire nationt1. 

If DDOU has consistently been rated as the best and most cost 
efficient depot in the nation, why has it been recommended for closure? 
What really is the rationale behind the recommendation? 

Major General Farrell is reported to have told the BRAC 
Commission that DLA1s goal is to place all our nation's defense support 
structure on the coastal seaboards. Was this the rationale behind the 
recommendation to close DDOU? 

Historically, DoD has placed major storage and repair depots 
inland to keep them from "harms wayn and out of easy reach of open sea 
lanes. From this standpoint, and in view of DDOU1s demonstrated 
excellent work ethic, customer service record, and ability to provide 
real dollars savings to taxpayers, please help us provide a more secure 
future of freedom for all Americans by removing DDOU from the Base 
Closure List. 

Sincerely, 

/3L 2 &LH&& +$, 
Address 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

As a member of the community local to Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden (DDOU), I am writing to express my opposition to the 
recommendation for closure. 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Closure would affect over 1200 employees of the depot, as well as 
nearly 1700 tenant employees, and while this may not seem like much 
when compared with some other recommended closures, it could mean an 
impact of over $150 million in lost income, counting only DDOU 
employees and tenants DSDC and DRMO. In a community of mostly minimum 
wage jobs, it could be a real economic disaster. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot which 
has a conscientious, dependable workforce; has proven cost effective to 
operate; is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air shipping; has 
upgraded storage facilities; and also has expansion space available. 

DDOU has an outstanding performance record and has always been a 
leader in saving taxpayer dollars, which is critical to our national 
economy at this time. Additionally, DDOU has an excellent customer 
service record, which combined with its performance and cost efficiency 
should indicate faulty data used in recommending its closure. 

The task of determining if a facility should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, if DDOU is given an 
unbiased evaluation based fairly and completely on the criteria set for 
determining closure, it will become apparent that keeping DDOU open 
will be highly beneficial to our national defense and U.S. missions 
throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully, 

Name 

Address 
w &4 



Mr. Alan J. ~ixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

After reading the articles and letters appearing in our local 
newspaper, I am writing to add my feelings of concern to those 
expressed by other members of this community about the recommendation 
to close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden (DDOU). 

DDOU has a well-earned reputation for being a cost effective and 
performance efficient depot. The depot is strategically located at a 
cross roads of major interstate highways, north-south and east-west, 
and has immediate access to major rail and air transportation 
facilities. 

DDOU has a record of excellent customer service and fast, 
efficient, cost effective delivery. Defense Service Centers, such as 
DISC, DESC, and DCSC, have written "customer endorsementsff expressing 
preference of DDOU as the distribution site to process their workloads. 
Unfortunately, the Service Centers are frequently not allowed to select 
the most cost efficient depot. Statements have been made by Service 
Center personnel that the Commander at Region West has intentionally 
diverted work assigned to DDOU to the west coast in an attempt to 
decrease DDOU's workload and raise its Unit Cost. If it's true, and 
some DDOU workload figures in FY94 indicate it could be, it should be 
thoroughly investigated and the facts taken into any closure 
considerations. 

The Peat Marwick study commissioned by DLA provided an analysis 
which established that DDOU functioning as a Primary ~istribution Site 
was the most economical structure to support DLA8s overall distribution 
mission. Why were the conclusions of this extensive and costly study 
ignored by DLA after they commissioned it? What happened to the need 
to save taxpayer dollars and still provide the best service possible to 
our defense forces and other customers? 

Please evaluate the facts and for the good of our military forces 
and the people of the United States remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Sincerely, 

/-?6 E & f @  4, fld& 
Address 

In, tZP 64ged 
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-' ' But their dedication to duty, 
"their efficiency, effectiveness and 

commitment to swiftly respond in 
times of distress have not dimin- 
ished. 

The dreadful tragedy in Okla- 
homa and the massacre of refu- 
gees in Rwanda are the latest tests 
of the mettle of DDO workers. 

The first calls for help came latc 
the day after the April 19 bomb- 
ing 07 t h e a m o m a  City f e d e x  
bGilding. 

- 
-- - 'Eiy 8:40 a.m. Friday, transport- 
trucks were loaded with 6.700 sur- 
g i d a u q v e s  and 8 18 b l a n k e E  
, DDO workers once again stood 

readvZoaid in the mammoth h u i  
m a n ~ ~ r i a ~ f f o ~ ~ ~ a ~ - '  

.  he-przs' cargo a r r i v x  at 
noon last Saturday at Tinker Air 

"' 8' Force Base and, before nightfall, 
,was in the hands of the dedicated, 

;I duty-bound rescuers at the devas- 
tating explosion. 

,, This past Thursday afternoon, 
,.. ~ ~ f i m ~ l o ~ e e s  answered ant- 
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:- aid-~h-ii-I&wandaeeffort? -- 
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. partXucks. ..--- The trucks delivered- 
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,,;' Why did the calls come to 
I I DDO and not Tracy Defense De- 

i pot - the military installation 
that is headquarters for Defense 
Distribution Region West, now 
the master of DDO's operation? 

It- made sense to reach_o&ta, 
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5 the distribution ..- center ---- w i t h h e  
,, q u i c m s u r e s t  response t i ~ t ~  
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: " h w  city. 

- .a< 
A truck trip from Tracy. located 

:' in the Oakland Bay area, would 
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,, be fraught with massive traffic 

. _ _  _. _. ---- ----- 
a shortened response time, requir- 
ing an airlift, DDO's strategic lo- 
cation would be difficult to beat. 

D ~ O  is within 15 miles of Hill 
Air Force Base. The cargo could 
be on the scene in hours, instead 
of a day and a half in transit. 

Those airlift capabilities do not 
exist at Tracy - the depot that 
Defense Logistic Agency adminis- 
trators have marked to receive the 
DDO missions if closure prbpos- 
als are not reversed. 

Officials said easier access and 
greater accommodation of stored 
goods are the factors in DDO, not 
Tracy, getting the United Nations 
plea for help. 

I t  was a military, not political, 
decision that settled on Ogden as 
the ideal western inland site for 
the huge distribution center. 

The value of that decision has 
not changed. Immediate air trans- 
portation is available, at Hill and 
Salt Lake City International Air- 
port. DDO is on a main atjery for 
rail transportation and at the 
crossroads of major interstate 
highways. Traffic congestion is 
minimal, especially in comparison 
to the clogged highways of Cali- 
fornia. 

DDO is and will continue to be 
of enormous military value. Its 
unique capabilities, its reputation 
for efficiency and its strategic lo- 
cation should weigh heavily in its 
favor with the final decision of 
the Defense Closure and Realign- 
ment Commission. 

Letter writers are encouraged to 
give input to the commission. Ad- 
dress correspondence to: 

Alan Dixon. chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Re- 

alignment commission 
1700 N. Moore St., Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209. 
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Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Comnission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

 tati is tic ally, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the "depot of choicevv selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU would be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. 

Why then, has the vvnumber one" depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another ttundocumentedvv 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 

B F J k & X - L o  ~ ~ / i r , ~ i  
Name 

ac ,g\/&&q& 
Address 
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Mr. Alan 3. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

I am writing to express my opposition to the recommendation to 
close Defense ~istribution Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU). As a concerned 
citizen, I am flabbergasted at the distortions of information which 
appear to have been perpetrated in the consideration process which led 
to the closure recommendation. 

The DLA Detailed Analysis, which supposedly explains and justifies 
the selections, contains charts and information which seems to be 
questionable at the very least. One chart, in particular, is a 
comparison analysis of the most economical functioning of a variety of 
combinations of DLA distribution sites. The cost figures printed 
indicate that closing DDOU and Memphis is the most cost efficient 
scenario. However, careful reading of the chart reveals that all 
possible combinations were not investigated. 

Additionally, data for Sharpe Army Depot, Tracy Army Depot, and 
the Rough & Ready site in the same area of California, was combined and 
reviewed as one activity; while the data for the three sites which make 
up DDOU was reviewed as three separate activities. The combination of 
the California sites into one activity made it impossible to review 
each as a separate activity or in alternative combinations with other 
activities that might prove to be more economical than the findings 
published in the Detailed Analysis. 

This combining of data into one activity gave obvious advantage 
to that activity in the area of throughput, a critical data point which 
weighs heavily in the BRAC criteria of military value. Considering 
these activities as one is neither appropriate nor equitable for BRAC 
purposes. To be most accurate and fair, BRAC submissions must remain 
descreet by site. 

As you evaluate the closure recommendations and investigate 
questionable criteria, I trust you will conclude, as I have, that DDOU 
should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully, 

&hLL hvd- 
Name 

d XI'1 l. '4 ,:&'!&, 2# gqh{ 
Address 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the tttestingu depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLAts Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLA Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
was the only DLA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities., and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 

&i!U9tL~~ ame 2&,i~ 

Address 
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May 2, 1995 

The Honorable Alan J. Dixon 
Chairman, BRAC '95 
1700 North Moore St, Suite 1425 
Arlington, Va. 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

I have enclosed an article from our local paper which 
describes far better than I ever could the military value of 
DDOU, but more than that the value of meeting the needs of 
disaster victims through out the world. 

These events are but a few in the daily routine of DDOU. We 
have always been the best within DLA, and sincerely hope to 
continue to be. I hope that this information will help in your 
deliberations on who can E S T  support the needs of our Armed 
Forces and our Allies. 

I remain in Loyalty, Protection and Service; 

Sincerely 

R. H. (Bob) Jones 
U. S. Navy Retired 
3359 North 2550 East 
Layton, Utah 84040-8497 
(801) 771-0181 
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Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

As a resident of the community surrounding the Defense 
Distribution Depot Ogden (DDOU), I am concerned by the logic behind the 
recommendation to close the depot. 

It has been reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved to 
a "site on the west coastw and the justification for this really has me 
puzzled. 

The DLA ~etailed Analysis states in its summary that closing DDOU 
would save $21.8 million the 1st year, $20 million the next 4 years, 
and if memory serves, about $8 million a year after that. 

That's incredible! There was a comparison done which took the per 
unit processing costs at DDOU and that same west coast site and 
projected an identical potential workload for FY94 to determine what 
the total cost at each site would be. DDOU1s total costs for the 
potential workload projected to be over $12 million LESS than the exact 
same workload at the west coast site. 

Both sites had the same NSN's in stock. DDOU could (and can) 
accommodate ALL stock stored at the west coast site without any 
expansion or addition cost to receive it. However, the west coast site 
could not (and still cannot) accommodate all the stock from DDOU 
without building a $17 million BISARS storage complex which is funded 
for construction but has not been started. 

So, where's the logic? If DDOU took over the functions of the 
west coast site, it would save at least $12 million a year in normal 
processing costs, $17 million by not building an unneeded building, and 
probably the same $21 million DLA projects it would save closing DDOU. 
That's $50 million possible in the first year if the west coast site 
were closed instead of DDOU! 

WHERE'S THE LOGIC? You and BRAC Commission members must decide 
which sites to close and which to leave open. If the above figures 
prove to be even close to true, then DDOU should be removed from the 
Base Closure List. 

Sincerely, 

Jd4 - ;  J;i 
Name 

Address 
V& h d o d  



Mr. Alan J. Dixnn, Chainmn 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Cc~rnnission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA. 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

I am a 47 year old father and grandfather working at Defense Depot 
Oqden. I am a Vietnam Veteran and also a civilian Federal Government 
employee who volunteered and went to Saudi Arabia during Operation Desert 
Storm to support the Depneds Hospital that were in country at the time, 
for this effort I received the Civilian Desert Storm Service Medal. 

Throughout history the United States has supported the people of other 
countries who have been treated unfairly and unjustly. We have tried to 
assure them that eqcrality, justice and freedom will prevail. The llnited 
2tare5 has 3rogtj for hgsr5Q:, deffit:lcrfi~~, justit:e ayld freedcif'i~, just t o  
mention some. With this in mind then why is it that we don't practice what we 
preach? The circumstances surrounding DDOU being place on the Base 
Realignment and Closure list were not only unfair and unjust but underhanded, 
dishonest and a blemish to all that America stands for. The fact that figures 
were added, deleted, twisted and manipulated to try and justify the reasoning 
behind this attempted closure is as unethical as can be and especially at the 
levels that it was directed by. 

My wife and I are both employed at Defense Depot Ogden. The Depot has 
given us both a good life. On the other hand we have given to the Government 
and the Comnunity - honest, hard working and dedicated service. We understand 
that it is necessary to downsize and restructure government today, and if it 
was honestly in the best interest of our great Country to close DDOU, we could 
both support that decision. However, it has and is still heing proven that 
it is not in the best interest of our Country that this Deport be closed. The 
fact that figures were manipulated unfairly and unjustly should be 
justification enough to withdraw DDOU from the closure list, Then we start 
adding to that justification all the facts that Mr. Mike Pavich brought to 
your attention during the hearings in New Mexico. We add the facts about the 
Depmeds hospitals that are built, stored, and maintained at DDOU, and realize 
that by closing DDOU the readiness of these hospitals will be greatly 
affected. We add that the IJ. S. Army has already stated that Ojden is the 
best installation for that mission and infact the Army wants to increase the 
mission at DDOU, and make our installation a Medical Depot of Excellence. 
Ask the servicemen and women who served in Desert Storm about these deployable 
hospitals and the inlportance of them during a conflict. 
do the same and fight for us. 

Even recently DDOU has proven its' value. The tragedy in Oklahoma was 
~e?$@fyj~d E!TjOU. Sixty Seven hundred pair of surgical gloves and 838 
blankets were asked for and shipped from DDOU. Also, on April 27, 1995 DDOU 
employees answered a United Nations Humanitarian plea to aid the Rwanda relief 



effort. Tents, poles, ropes and pegs were loaded at DIXlU onto truck, 
and transported to a waiting Soviet Built cargo plane for airlift. If you 
look into the reasoning behind DDOU being called upon to support these efforts 
you will find more, and more reasons to justify the removal of DDOU from the 
Closure List. 

I ask the Commission to please review all the facts, and to reverse the 
great injustice that has been done, and in the best interest of our great 
Country, remove DDOU from the Base Realignment and Closure list, and allow us 
to continue our dedicated, efficient and highly effective service to our 
country. 

Respectfully submitted, 
A 

3123 No. 525 East 
No. Ogden, Utah 84414 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the "testingn depot for many new 
computer systens for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLAts Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLA Model Installation Award for six c,onsecutive years and 
was the only D W  depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 

N a m e  

A / 5 f r e e  
Address 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the "testingvg depot for many new 
computer systens for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLAts Model Installation Prograa 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLA Model Installation Award for six c.onsecutive years and 
was the only D m  depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as yau evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 

Name 

Go2 /sf4 9 j T e f f -  
Address 
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Tragedies reinforce ,# 

1 DDO's military value 

D efense Depot Ogden 
workers are understand- 
ably preoccupied with 
the threat of job loss as 

the Defense Base Closure and Re- - alignment Commission deliberates 
-the next round of military base 

closures. -- But their dedication to duty, .-. their eficiency, effectiveness and 
commitment to swiftly respond in 
times of distress have not dimin- 
ished. 

The dreadful tragedy in Okla- 
homa and the massacre of refu- 
gees in Rwanda are the latest tests 
of the mettle of DDO workers. 

The first callsfbr help came lag 
the day afte*e April 19 bomb- 
i ~ - o ~ o k l i i J o m a  City f e d e z  
build&. 
3 8:40 a.m. Friday, trans~olt, 
trucks were loaded with 6,700 sur- 
g i ~ a o v e s  and 8 18 blankeK 
, DDO workers once again st003 

readyTiard in the mammoth hu;- 
maniufian effort in 0k lahomaT 

F 
3 , )    he p=-cargo a r r t v x  at 

noon last Saturday at Tinker Air 
."'Force Base and, before nightfall, 
L' 

-was in the hands of the dedicated, 

problems. 
At least another 24 hours would 

have been eaten up while the 
transport truck traveled either east 
along 1-80 or the distance through 
the heart of California to reach 
the southern interstate route. 

Furthermore, if there had been 
a shortened response time. requir- 
ing an airlift, DDO's strategic lo- 
cation would be difficult to beat. 

DDO is within 15 miles of Hill 
Air Force Base. The cargo could 
bc on the scene in hours. instead 
o f  a day and a half in transit. 

Those airlift capabilities do not 
exist at Tracy - the depot that 
Defense Logistic Agency adminis- 
trators have marked to receive the 
DDO missions if closure prbpos- 
als are not reversed. 

Officials said easier access and 
greater accommodation of stored 
goods are the factors in DDO, not 
Tracy. getting the United Nations 
plea for help. 

I t  was a military, not political, 
decision that settled on Ogden as 
the ideal western inland site for 
the huge distribution center. 

o-duty-bound rescuers at the devas- 
-11 tating explosion. The value of that decision has 

' not changed. Immediate air trans- This astThursday -- - afternoon, . . DD a" employees a n s ~ e d  amt- -- portation is available, at Hill and 
Salt Lake City International Air- 

i e-mations -- h-iim-a," . p k  to+ _d nM on a main afleLerY 
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a shortened response time, requir- 
ing an airlift, DDO's strategic lo- 
cation would be difficult to beat. 

D ~ O  is within 15 miles of Hill 
Air Force Base. The cargo could 
be on the scene in hours, instead 
of a day and a half in transit. 

Those airlift capabilities do not 
exist at Tracy - the depot that 
Defense Logistic Agency adminis- 
trators have marked to receive the 
DDO missions if closure prdpos- 
als are not reversed. 

Officials said easier access and 
greater accommodation of stored 
goods are the factors in DDO, not 
Tracy, getting the United Nations 
plea for help. 

I t  was a military, not political, 
decision that settled on Ogden as 
the ideal western inland site for 
the huge distribution center. 

The value of that decision has 
not changed. Immediate air trans- 
portation is available, at Hill and 
Salt take City International Air- 
port. DDO is on a main artcry for 
rail transportation and at the 
crossroads of major interstate 
highways. Traffic congestion is 
minimal, especially in comparison 
to the clogged highways of Cali- 
fornia. 

DDO is and will continue to be 
of enormous military value. Its 
unique capabilities, its reputation 
for efficiency and its strategic lo- 
cation should weigh heavily in its 
favor with the final decision of 
the Defense Closure and Realign- 
ment Commission. 

Letter writers are encouraged to 
give input to the commission. Ad- 
dress correspondcncc to: 

Alan Dixon, chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Re- 

alignment Commission 
1700 N. Moore St., Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209. 
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SPORTS B 
I NEWS 
I BEAT 

Beginning START 
Inspectors from the former 

Soviet Union arrive at Hill for 
missile inspections. 26 

AT A GLANCE 

DM) ships aid 
to Rwanda 

OGDEN - Defense Depot :, 
Ogden shipped out 350 tents 
to Rwanda aboard a gigantic 
Russian-built aircraft Thursday. 

The tents, weighing 240,000 
pounds, were shipped in 
response to a direct request to 
the depot by the United 
Nations. 

They were transported to 
Salt Lake International ~irport*  
on Thursday. 

DDO officials said the 
depot's proximity to the Salt 
Lake airport is a key factor in 
the Ogden depot's selection to 
fill the assignment. 

The AN-124 aircraft is the 
largest cargo plane in the 
world and can be 
accommodated at only a 
l~mited number of airports. 

The United Nations request 
for the tents is in response to 
bloodshed that occurred in a 
clash at a refugee camp. 

A week ago, the depot sent 
6,007 pairs of surgical gloves. 

1 and 818 blankets to Oklahoma 
City to be used in recovery 
efforts at the bombed federal 
building. 
n - - ..- - 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the "testing1' depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLA's Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
clllring the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLA Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
was the only DLA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 

- - served throughout the world. - Please remove - DDOU from -the Base -Closure _-_ _.--_ 

List. 

Respectfully, 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman : 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU). 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the I1testing1l depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLA1s Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLA Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
was the only DLA depot to receive that award. 

It doesnlt seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 

- --served throughout the world. - -  Please remove - DDOU from - the Base -Closure..- .. 
List. 

Respectfully, 

Name 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 

f $ p  

1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 ,; 

Arlington, VA 22209 > 
i,. / 

Mr. Chairman: I 
After reading the articles and letters appearing in our local 

newspaper, I am writing to add my feelings of concern to those 
expressed by other members of this community about the recommendation 
to close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden (DDOU). 

DDOU has a well-earned reputation for being a cost effective and 
performance efficient depot. The depot is strategically located at a 
cross roads of major interstate highways, north-south and east-west, 
and has immediate access to major rail and air transportation 
facilities. 

DDOU has a record of excellent customer service and fast, 
efficient, cost effective delivery. Defense Service Centers, such as 
DISC, DESC, and DCSC, have written I1customer endorsementsu expressing 
preference of DDOU as the distribution site to process their workloads. 
Unfortunately, the Service Centers are frequently not allowed to select 
the most cost efficient depot. Statements have been made by Service 
Center personnel that the Commander at Region West has intentionally 
diverted work assigned to DDOU to the west coast in an attempt to 
decrease DDOUts workload and raise its Unit Cost. If itts true, and 
some DDOU workload figures in FY94 indicate it could be, it should be 
thoroughly investigated and the facts taken into any closure 
considerations. 

The Peat Marwick study commissioned by DLA provided an analysis 
which established that DDOU functioning as a Primary Distribution Site 
was the most economical structure to support DLAts overall distribution 
mission. Why were the conclusions of this extensive and costly study 
ignored by DLA after they commissioned it? What happened to the need 
to save taxpayer dollars and still provide the best service possible to 
our defense forces and other customers? 

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

Please evaluate the facts and for the good of our military forces 
and the people of the united States remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Sincerely, 

5 3 7 3  " 8.75- tz&z- 
Address 



O G D E N  @ W E B E R  
C H A M B E R  

SCOTT H. PARKINSON 
PRESIDENT @ CEO 

April 25, 1995 

Alan J. Dixon 
Chairman 
The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1 700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Chairman Dixon: 

On behalf of the citizens and business people in Northern Utah I wish 
to thank you for your consideration at the recent regional hearing in 
Albuquerque. We appreciated you and your fellow commissioners' 
respectfbl attention to our presentation for Defense Depot Ogden Utah 
@MU) and Hill Air Force Base. 

Hill DDO '95 Inc., has worked on this effort for two years. We are 
convinced that the base closure legislation is the best way to achieve 
the budget goals of the Federal Government. Further, we believe the 
present commission members are honest and independent and will 
listen and act on logical arguments. It may sound trite and naive; but, 
we believe the facts will drive the base closure decision process. 

Again, thank you. Should you need any additional information or wish 
to discuss this firther please call. 

Scott H. Parkinson 

2404 Washington Boulevard 
Suite 1100 
Ogden. Utah 84401 
801 . 62 1 . 8300 
FAX 80 1 . 392 . 7609 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my concern 
regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden, UT 
(DDOU). 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient time and 
time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert StormIDesert Shield, and 
Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts and disasters. 

Statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot in DLA 
and DoD year after year. 

Why then, has the "number one" depot suddenly been recommended for 
closure? 

DDOU has developed, tested, and implemented many computer systems 
and improvements for DLA and DoD. The depot was also instrumental in the 
successful development and implementation of the Workforce Certification 
Program and the use of the ME hand-held computer scanners used for 
inventory and location accuracy. 

Please carefully evaluate the facts. I'm confident you will conclude that 
for the good of our military forces and the people of the United States DDOU 
should be removed from the Base Closure List. 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
~rlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

As a resident of Utah and the community surrounding Defense 
~istribution Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU), I am concerned by the 
recommendation to close DDOU. 

It has been reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved 
to the west coast and this gives rise to many questions. 

Why was DDOU rated so low this year, when records indicate the 
depot has consistently met or exceeded the criteria set for remaining a 
viable, functioning, low cost facility year after year? 

How can the hazardous materials storage function be moved to 
the west coast when it was originally placed at DDOU in part due to 
~alifornia's restrictions on disposal of such materials? 

Shouldn' t we, as Americans, be concerned by the apparent policy 
to put "all our eggs in two basketsH by locating so many defense supply 
functions on the coasts? Wouldn't it be wiser to retain the most cost 
efficient, strategically located inland sites? DDOU has a demonstrated 
record of cost effectiveness and performance efficiency. It is 
centrally and uniquely located with access to major highway, rail, and 
air transportation facilities. The climate and environmental 
conditions are well-suited for long-term storage of items such as the 
DEPMEDS container hospitals, whereas coastal climates have proven 
detrimental to this function. 

As you evaluate.the closure recommendations and criteria, 
please consider these issues and the many others raised and send to you 
by members of the community surrounding DDOU. We feel you will come to 
agree with us that DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

- - - - - - - - - - -- 

Respectfully, 

Name r u 

Address 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the ,years DDOU has been the tttestingll depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLAts Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLA Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
was the only  depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the-Base-Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 



Chairman, Alan J. Dixon 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

As a concerned employee of Defense Distribution Depot Ogden Utah, I was 
amazed to find that the depot was on the list of bases recommended for closure. I would 
think that our record of support during Desert Shield, Desert Storm, Hurricane Andrew 
and many other emergencies both foreign and domestics, along with the high quality 
work that we do on a daily basis would speak for itself 

Past statistics show that we have an outstanding facility. The depot has a quality 
truck and rail system, with an excellent hookup for air transportation at HAFB, Utah. 

It would seem that Utah doesn't have a level playing field in politics. I believe tax 
payers' dollars are loosin_e ground due to government economics. 

I realize that thk Department of Defense must make cuts in spending, but I find it 
hard to believe that this can't be accomplished through attrition together with 
consolidation rather than an all out closure. I am asking you to gve  this matter further 
consideration and hopefully reconsider the decision to close Defense Distribution Depot 
Ogden. 

Sincerely, 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

The recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden, 
UT (DDOU) is of great concern to me and the members of this community, 
as well as the depot employees and their families. 

In reviewing the information in the DLA Detail Analysis 
supporting their recommendation, we question the validity of the 
selection based on the criteria requested by your commission. There 
are innumerable areas where the facts and figures don't seem to 
"add upgg. 

DDOU has a well-earned reputation for being a cost effective 
and performance efficient depot. It has proven itself time and time 
again in meeting the challenges of mission accomplishment and cost 
savings. 

DDOU has developed, tested, and implemented many computer 
systems and improvements for DLA and DoD. The depot was also 
instrumental in the successful development and implementation of the 
Workforce Certification Program and the use of the ME hand-held 
computer scanners used for inventory and location accuracy. 

Over all, as DDOUgs "track recordN is compared to other depots 
and facilities, the facts will speak for themselves. DDOU consistently 
demonstrates high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. How can this history of success and achievement suddenly 
NOT be enough to justify DDOUts continued existence as a major 
distribution site in DoD? 

Please carefully evaluate the facts. I'm confident you will 
conclude that for the good of our military forces and the people of the 
United States DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Sincerely, 

Name 

33% 700 j/1 

Address 
(J2@fL w;t SYqoc# 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce w h i c h  has contributed much to this community, cur national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the "testingn depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLAIS Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLA Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
was the only DLA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. n * 

edLw-- p-1 Respectfully, 





APRIL 24, 1995 

MR. ALAN J. DIXON 
DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE & REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE ST. SUITE 1425 
ARLINGTON, VIRGINA 22209 

CLAIR & MARILYN WALKER 
790 RIDGEVIEW DRIVE 
SOUTH OGDEN, UTAH 84403 

DEAR SIR: 

I AM WRITING TO YOU REQUESTING THAT YOUR BRAC COMMITTEE MUST 
RECONSIDER AND REEVALUATE CLOSURE OF DEFENSE DEPOT OGDEN (DDO) 
IMMEDIATELY. ANY FAILURE TO DO NOTHING AND LET THIS INSTALLATION 
CLOSE WOULD BE A BIG MISTAKE FOR BOTH OGDEN, UTAH AS WELL AS THE 
UNITED STATES. 

I HAVE BEEN PERSONALLY INVOLVED WITH DDO THROUGHOUT MY 
LIFETIME, AS AN EMPLOYEE DURING MY COLLEGE DAYS, AS AN ARMY 
RESERVIST FOR SIX YEARS DURING THE VIETNAM WAR AND NOW MY WIFE IS 
AN EMPLOYEE FOR THE PAST TEN YEARS. SHE AND HER CREWS SEND OUT 
VITAL EQUIPMENT AND SUPPLIES THROUGHOUT THE WORLD ON A MOMENTS 
NOTICE UNDER THE MOST COST-EFFECTIVE SYSTEM ANY GOVERNMENT AGENCY 
HAS TODAY. 

DEFENSE DEPOT OGDEN HAS A DISTINCT AND UNIQUE PURPOSE TO SERVE 
THIS COUNTRY WHEN NEEDED AS THEY HAVE IN THE PAST. SUCH EXAMPLES 
ARE INTERMENT OF PRISONERS OF WAR DURING WWII, KOREAN WAR SHIPMENTS 
OF SUPPLIES AND MATERIALS, VIETNAM WAR SUPPORT OF ALL REQUESTED 
SUPPLIES, HURRICANE ANDREW AND LIKE NATURAL DISASTERS, DESERT STORM 
AS WELL AS THE MOST RECENT ... BLANKETS, FOOD, CLOTHING, M.A.S.H. 
HOSPITALS, BODY BAGS, ETC. FOR LAST WEEKS TRAGEDY IN OKLAHOMA CITY. 
WITHIN 90 MINUTES AFTER REQUEST OF SUPPLIES WAS RECEIVED, INVENTORY 
WAS LOCATED, PACKED FOR SHIPMENT, SENT TO NEIGHBORING HILL AIR 
FORCE BASE AND LOADED ONTO A CARGO PLANE, AND WAS IN THE AIR AND ON 
THE WAY TO THE NEEDY. I'LL BET THAT TRACY OR SHARP DEPOTS IN 
CALIFORNIA DIDN'T RISE TO THE OCCASION AS DID DDO. 

MY WIFE TELLS ME THAT BOTH TRACY & SHARP DO NOT UNDERSTAND NOR 
USE THE COMPUTER SYSTEM DLA HAS SET UP, YET REQUESTS DDO PERSONNEL 
TO USE IT AND TO TEACH THE CALIFORNIA DEPOTS THIS SYSTEM. IT SEEMS 
TO ME THAT IF YOUR CONTROLLING CENTER DOESN'T UNDERSTAND THE SYSTEM 
OF OPERATIONS, MAYBE THEY SHOULD FOLLOW RATHER THAN LEAD. 



I REQUEST THAT YOU AND YOUR COMMITTEES REEVALUATE THE MERITS 
OF DEFENSE DEPOT OGDEN VS. ANY GOVERNMENT DEPOT ON A FAIR AND 
EQUABLE BASIS RATHER THAN THE NORMAL POLITICAL, POPULAR DECISION. 
I THINK THAT IF YOU HAVE ALL THE FACTS AND COMPARE THEM WITH THE 
OTHER DEPOTS THROUGHOUT THE COUNTRY, YOU WILL NOT ONLY TAKE DDO OFF 
THE BASE CLOSURE LIST, YOU WILL FIND THAT THIS IS THE BEST FACILITY 
OVERALL. PLEASE MAKE A BEST DECISION FOR AMERICA AND CHOOSE 
DEFENSE DEPOT OGDEN FOR ITS OVERALL READINESS, ITS COST- 
EFFECTIVENESS AND ITS PROFESSIONAL AND DEDICATED WORKFORCE RATHER 
THAN CHOOSING SECOND RATE AGENCIES BECAUSE IT WOULD BE POLITICALLY 
WISE. DO THE RIGHT THING, WE'LL BE WATCHING! 

VERY CONCERNED AMERICANS, 



Mr.-Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

As a resident of the community surrounding the Defense 
Distribution Depot Ogden (DDOU), I am concerned by the logic behind the 
recommendation to close the depot. 

It has been reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved to 
a ''site on the west coastw and the justification for this really has me 
puzzled. 

The DLA Detailed Analysis states in its summary that closing DDOU 
would save $21.8 million the 1st year, $20 million the next 4 years, 
and if memory serves, about $8 million a year after that. 

That's incredible! There was a comparison done which took the per 
unit processing costs at DDOU and that same west coast site and 
projected an identical potential workload for FY94 to determine what 
the total cost at each site would be. DDOUts total costs for the 
potential workload projected to be over $12 million LESS than the exact 
same workload at the west coast site. 

Both sites had the same NSNts in stock. DDOU could (and can) 
accommodate ALL stock stored at the west coast site without any 
expansion or addition cost to receive it. However, the west coast site 
could not (and still cannot) accommodate all the stock from DDOU 
without building a $17 million BISARS storage complex which is funded 
for construction but has not been started. 

So, where's the logic? If DDOU took over the functions of the 
west coast site, it would save at least $12 million a year in normal 
processing costs, $17 million by not building an unneeded building, and 
probably the same $21 million DLA projects it would save closing DDOU: 
That's $50 million possible in the first year if the west coast site 
were closed instead of DDOU! 

WHERE'S THE LOGIC? You and BRAC Commission members must decide 
which sites to close and which to leave open. If the above figures 
prove to be even close to true, then DDOU should be removed from the 
Base Closure List. 

Sincerely, 







Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700  North Moore Street, Suite 1 4 2 5  
AL-lington, VA 2 2 2 0 9  

Chairman Dixon: 

I would like to take this opportunity to express my concern 
with regard to the recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot 
Ogden, UT (DDOU). The people of this community, as well as depot 
employees and their families, are certainly feeling the sting of DLAts 
recommendation. 

We are concerned because we feel DDOU provides a necessary 
service to all Americans and many nations of the free world. The 
distribution service, customer support, and humanitarian relief 
provided by DDOU is of excellent quality and offers U.S. taxpayers an 
exceptional "Real Dollaru savings year after year, rather than adding 
to our already astronomically high national debt. 

In an independent study of all DLA depots, conducted by Peat, 
blarwick Associates in 1993, DDOU is clearly identified as the depot 
which Itrepresents the wisest use of taxpayer dollars" and Itprovides the 
b e s t  service of any depot in the entire nation". 

If DDOU has consistently been rated as the best and most cost 
efficient depot in the nation, why has it been recommended for closure? 
\ $ha t  really is the rationale behind the recommendation? 

Major General Farrell is reported to have told the BRAC 
Commission that DLAts goal is to place all our nation's defense support 
structure on the coastal seaboards. Was this the rationale behind the 
recommendation to close DDOU? 

Historically, DoD has placed major storage and repair depots 
inland to keep them from "harms waytt and out of easy reach of open sea 
lanes. From this standpoint, and in view of DDOUns demonstrated 
escellent work ethic, customer service record, and ability to provide 
rc>:tl dollars savings to taxpayers, please help us provide a more secure 
future of freedom for all Americans by removing DDOU from the Base 
Cl!jsure List. 

Sincerely, 

,-.\ <., {' ,*.-, 

.;'r .,*, ?'.i . .t \ 
Name 5 ', 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 
v 

I would like to take this opportunity to express my concern 
with regard to the recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot 
Ogden, UT (DDOU). The people of this community, as well as depot 
employees and their families, are certainly feeling the sting of DLA1s 
recommendation. 

We are concerned because we feel DDOU provides a necessary 
service to all Americans and many nations of the free world. The 
distribution service, customer support, and humanitarian relief 
provided by DDOU is of excellent quality and offers U.S. taxpayers an 
exceptional "Real Dollar" savings year after year, rather than adding 
to our already astronomically high national debt. 

In an independent study of all DLA depots, conducted by Peat, 
Marwick Associates in 1993, DDOU is clearly identified as the depot 
which "represents the wisest use of taxpayer dollarsll and I1provides the 
best service of any depot in the entire nation". 

If DDOU has consistently been rated as the best and most cost 
efficient depot in the nation, why has it been recommended for closure? 
What really is the rationale behind the recommendation? 

Major General Farrell is reported to have told the BRAC 
~onimission that DLA1s goal is to place all our nation's defense support 
structure on the coastal seaboards. Was this the rationale behind the 
recommendation to close DDOU? 

Historically, DoD has placed major storage and repair depots 
inland to keep them from "harms wayn and out of easy reach of open sea 
laries. From this standpoint, and in view of DDOU1s demonstrated 
excellent work ethic, customer service record, and ability to provide 
re~ll dollars savings to taxpayers, please help us provide a more secure 
future of freedom for all Americans by removing DDOU from the Base 
C1o:;ure List. 

Sincerely, 

,,--., *-, i i  -. 
; ,! ; , , ,-- ;' ' , 2 / 7. ,'* 
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Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the "testingw depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLA's Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLA Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
was the only DLA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 

Name 

Y?$Y @.vbGorfl/ 
Address 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

After reading the articles and letters appearing in our local 
newspaper, I am writing to add my feelings of concern to those 
expressed by other members of this community about the recommendation 
to close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden (DDOU). 

DDOU has a well-earned reputation for being a cost effective and 
performance efficient depot. The depot is strategically located at a 
cross roads of major interstate highways, north-south and east-west, 
and has immediate access to major rail and air transportation 
facilities. 

DDOU has a record of excellent customer service and fast, 
efficient, cost effective delivery. Defense Service Centers, such as 
DISC, DESC, and DCSC, have written "customer endorsementsw expressing 
preference of DDOU as the distribution site to process their workloads. 
Unfortunately, the Service Centers are frequently not allowed to select 
the most cost efficient depot. Statements have been made by Service 
Center personnel that the Commander at Region West has intentionally 
diverted work assigned to DDOU to the west coast in an attempt to 
decrease DDOU1s workload and raise its Unit Cost. If it's true, and 
some DDOU workload figures in FY94 indicate it could be, it should be 
thoroughly investigated and the facts taken into any closure 
considerations. 

The Peat ~arwick study commissioned by DLA provided an analysis 
which established that DDOU functioning as a Primary Distribution Site 
was the most economical structure to support DLA1s overall distribution 
mission. Why were the conclusions of this extensive and costly study 
ignored by DLA after they commissioned it? What happened to the need 
to save taxpayer dollars and still provide the best service possible to 
our defense forces and other customers? 

Please evaluate the facts and for the good of our military forces 
and the people of the United States remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Sincerely, 



Mr. Alan 3. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

I am writing to express my opposition to the recommendation to 
close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU). As a concerned 
citizen, I am flabbergasted at the distortions of information which 
appear to have been perpetrated in the consideration process which led 
to the closure recommendation. 

The DLA Detailed Analysis, which supposedly explains and justifies 
the selections, contains charts and information which seems to be 
questionable at the very least. One chart, in particular, is a 
comparison analysis of the most economical functioning of a variety of 
combinations of DLA distribution sites. The cost figures printed 
indicate that closing DDOU and Memphis is the most cost efficient 
scenario. However, careful reading of the chart reveals that all 
possible combinations were not investigated. 

Additionally, data for Sharpe Army Depot, Tracy Army Depot, and 
the Rough & Ready Site in the same area of California, was combined and 
reviewed as one activity; while the data for the three sites which make 
up DDOU was reviewed as three separate activities. The combination of 
the California sites into one activity made it impossible to review 
each as a separate activity or in alternative combinations with other 
activities that might prove to be more economical than the findings 
published in the Detailed Analysis. 

This combining of data into one activity gave obvious advantage 
to that activity in the area of throughput, a critical data point which 
weighs heavily in the BRAC criteria of military value. Considering 
these activities as one is neither appropriate nor equitable for BRAC 
purposes. To be most accurate and fair, BRAC submissions must remain 
descreet by site. 

As you evaluate the closure recommendations and investigate 
questionable criteria, I trust you will conclude, as I have, that DDOU 
should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully, 

333 k . 2  \ \ n 7 ~  N LGY& 
Address 

b+ U%Q~\ 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

 tati is tic ally, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the "depot of choicev1 selected by many 
Defense service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU would be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. 

Why then, has the vlnumber onev1 depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another llundocumentedll 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the united States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 

. 
N G ~  

L. i i  - 

('\,&-el - 1/+ 
Address 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

As a resident of the community surrounding the Defense 
Distribution Depot Ogden (DDOU), I am concerned by the logic behind the 
recommendation to close the depot. 

It has been reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved to 
a ''site on the west coastm and the justification for this really has me 
puzzled. 

The DLA Detailed Analysis states in its summary that closing DDOU 
would save $21.8 million the 1st year, $20 million the next 4 years, 
and if memory serves, about $8 million a year after that. 

That's incredible! There was a comparison done which took the per 
unit processing costs at DDOU and that same west coast site and 
projected an identical potential workload for FY94 to determine what 
the total cost at each site would be. DDOU1s total costs for the 
potential workload projected to be over $12 million LESS than the exact 
same workload at the west coast site. 

Both sites had the same NSN1s in stock. DDOU could (and can) 
accommodate ALL stock stored at the west coast site without any 
expansion or addition cost to receive it. However, the west coast site 
could not (and still cannot) accommodate all the stock from DDOU 
without building a $17 million BISARS storage complex which is funded 
for construction but has not been started. 

So, where's the logic? If DDOU took over the functions of the 
west coast site, it would save at least $12 million a year in normal 
processing costs, $17 million by not building an unneeded building, and 
probably the same $21 million DLA projects it would save closing DDOU. 
That's $50 million possible in the first year if the west coast site 
were closed instead of DDOU! 

WHERE'S THE LOGIC? You and BRAC Commission members must decide 
which sites to close and which to leave open. If the above figures 
prove to be even close to true, then DDOU should be removed from the 
Base Closure List. 

Sincerely, 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

The recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden, 
UT (DDOU) is of great concern to me and the members of this community, 
as well as the depot employees and their families. 

In reviewing the information in the DLA Detail Analysis 
supporting their recommendation, we question the validity of the 
selection based on the criteria requested by your commission. There 
are innumerable areas where the facts and figures don't seem to 
Itadd upIv. 

DDOU has a well-earned reputation for being a cost effective 
and performance efficient depot. It has proven itself time and time 
again in meeting the challenges of mission accomplishment and cost 
savings. 

DDOU has developed, tested, and implemented many computer 
systems and improvements for DLA and DoD. The depot was also 
instrumental in the successful development and implementation of the 
Workforce Certification Program and the use of the ME hand-held 
computer scanners used for inventory and location accuracy. 

Over all, as DDOUts Ittrack recordvv is compared to other depots 
and facilities, the facts will speak for themselves. DDOU consistently 
demonstrates high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. How can this history of success and achievement suddenly 
NOT be enough to justify DDOUvs continued existence as a major 
distribution site in DoD? 

Please carefully evaluate the facts. I'm confident you will 
conclude that for the good of our military forces and the people of the 
United States DDOU should be removed from'the Base Closure List. 

- 

Sincerely, 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

I would like to take this opportunity to express my concern 
with regard to the recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot 
Ogden, UT (DDOU). The people of this community, as well as depot 
employees and their families, are certainly feeling the sting of DLA1s 
recommendation. 

We are concerned because we feel DDOU provides a necessary 
service to all Americans and many nations of the free world. The 
distribution service, customer support, and humanitarian relief 
provided by DDOU is of excellent quality and offers U.S. taxpayers an 
exceptional "Real DollarN savings year after year, rather than adding 
to our already astronomically high national debt. 

In an independent study of all DLA depots, conducted by Peat, 
Marwick Associates in 1993, DDOU is clearly identified as the depot 
which "represents the wisest use of taxpayer dollars1I and I1provides the 
best service of any depot in the entire nation". 

If DDOU has consistently been rated as the best and most cost 
efficient depot in the nation, why has it been recommended for closure? 
What really is the rationale behind the recommendation? 

Major General Farrell is reported to have told the BRAC 
Commission that DLA1s goal is to place all our nation's defense support 
structure on the coastal seaboards. Was this the rationale behind the 
recommendation to close DDOU? 

Historically, DoD has placed major storage and repair depots 
inland to keep them from "harms way" and out of easy reach of open sea 
lanes. From this standpoint, and in view of DDOU1s demonstrated 
excellent work ethic, customer service record, and ability to provide 
real dollars savings to taxpayers, please help us provide a more secure 
future of freedom for all.-~mericans by re moving--^^^^- from the Base 

- 

Closure List. 

Sincerely, 

Address 



N r .  Alan J. Dixon, Chai-nuan 
Defense  Ease C l o s u r e  and R e a l i g n m e n t  
Commission 1700 Nor th  Moore Street,  S u i t e  1 4 2 5  
A r l i n g t o n ,  VA 2 2 2 0 9  

M r .  Chairman : 

A s  a member o f  t h e  conmunity i n  which it is l o c a t e d ,  I would 
l i k e  t o  s p e a k  a g a i n s t  the r e s o m e n d a t i o n  t o  c l o s e  Defense D i s t r i b u t i o n  
Depot Ogden, UT (DDCU) . 

DDOU h a s  c o n s i s t e n t l y  been a c o s t  e f f e c t i v e  and p e r f o r n a n c e  
e f f i c i e n t  d e p o t .  I t  h a s  a  wel l -educated  and h i g h l y  p r o f e s s i o n a l  
workforce  which h a s  c o n t r i b u t e d  much t o  t h i s  conmunity,  o u r  n a t i o n a l  
d e f e n s e ,  and t h e  h u n a n i t a r i a n  r e l i e f  of many n a t i o n s  of  t h e  wor ld .  

Over t h e  y e a r s  DDCU h a s  been t h e  " t e s t i n g "  depoc f o r  many new 
c o n p u t e r  s y s t e x s  f o r  DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWAS?, and o t h e r  sys tems  
sack as  DSS c u r r e n t i y  b e i n g  t e s c e a ,  nave been p e r f e c z e d  a t  DDOU and 
inp lemented  t h r o u g h o u t  t h e  U.S. d e f e n s e  system. 

DDOU was t h e  t e s t  f a c i l i t y  f o r  DLA1s  Model I n s t a l l a t i o n  Program 
and d e p o t  employee s u g g e s t i o n s  saved  U . S .  t a x p a y e r s  o v e r  $5 m i l l i o n  
d u r i n g  t h e  y e a r s  the program was i n  e f f e c t .  The d e p o t  r e c e i v e d  t h e  
p r e s t i g i o u s  Dm Mcdel I n s r a l l a t i o n  kdard f o r  s i x  c o n s e c u t i T ~ e  y e z r s  and 
xas t h e  o n l y  D U  d e g c t  t o  r e c e i v e  t h a t  award. 

I t  d o e s n ' t  seem t o  make good b u s i n e s s  s e n s e  t o  c l o s e  a d e 9 o i  
3 h i c h  h a s  a c o n s c i e n t i o u s ,  dependable  workforce,  h a s  p rcven  c o s t  
e f z e c t i v e  t o  o p e r a t s ,  is e a s i l y  a c c e s s i b l e  t o  highway, r a i l ,  and a i r  
s h i p p i n g ,  h a s  upgraded s t o r a g e  f a c i l i t i e s ,  and a l s o  h a s  e - q a n s i o n  s;+ce 
a v a i l a b l e .  

The t a s k  of d e t e r x i n i x 9  which f a c i l i t i e s  s h o u l d  b e  c l o s e d  c r  
r l - s l igned  is difficulz to be sure .  H o w s v e r ,  as you eTJaluaz=. t h e  
r-, - - l ~ - , i a  -a,.- which h a s  be%n ser :sr d e t e r n i x i n g  these a c c i o ~ s  end juege  :he 
d e ~ c t  on i ts m e r i t s ,  I an c a r z i d e n t  you w i l l  a g r e e  t h a t  kesping DCDY 
cpen w i l l  b e  h i g h i y  b e n e f i c i a l  z o  our  n a t i o n a l  d e f e n s e  an6 t h e  i~ l s s l s c s  
s e r v e d  t h r o u g h o u t  t h e  wor ld .  P l e a s e  rozove CDOU f r o 3  t h e  3 2 ~ 2  Clos:ze 
L i s t .  



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU). 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the "depot of choicew selected by many 
Defense service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU would be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. 

Why then, has the "number onen depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another ttundocumentedtl 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Xr. Alan J. Dixon, Chai-rnan 
Defznse Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As 2 member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU). 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and perfornance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our naticnal 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the "testing" depot for many new 
somputer systems for DLA and Don. MOWASP, DWASP: and other systens 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU 2nd 
iaplemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DGGU was tils test facility for LILA'S Mode? Fns"s l lazSon Drograx 
and depot emplcyee suggestions saved U.S. taqayors over $5 nillion 
durlng the years the program was in effect. Thr: depot rocsivec? r,he 
--?a , , - s t i g i o u s  3LA Mcdel Insizallation AwarUor s;,:  cansec:=i-:s- years Z F . ~  

was the only DLX de~ot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good busines? sense to close a de2ot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workfcrce, has prsvez cost 
effsctive to operate, is easily accessible,ko high~ay, rail, and air 
shisping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has e~znsion spac& 
available. 

- ,  
The task of dererninlng which facilities should ke closed o r  . . re2-LgneG 2s difficult r o  2ie s u r e .  H o w e v e r ,  as you eva l l~zzz  t he  . 

cr i se r ia  xhich has keez set for deternining these actiors znd judqe the 
d e ~ c t  on izs meriis, I an confi2ent you wiil agree that ses2inq CSGU 
open w i l l  be hF~hiy 3 e n e f i c i a l  ta our national defense an2  =he rn i s s igns  
ser-red throughcut the world. Please reziove DDOU from t k e  3ase C l s s ' 2 r e  
T .  LJlSZ - 



Mr. Alan J. !!?man 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman : 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the "testingm depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DM'S Model Installa-=ion Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect.- The depot received the 
prestigious DLA Model Installation Award for six cpnsecutiv~ years and 
was the only DLA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to clos2 a depot 
vhich has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expznsion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 

,? 7'7 NO 3 0 0 ~ - &  - 
Address 



Xr. Alan 
Defense  Base c l o s u r e  and Realignment  
Commission 1700 Nor th  Mooro Street, S u i t e  1 4 2 5  
A r l i n g t o n ,  VA 22209  

Xr . Chairman : 

A s  a  m e m b e r  o f  t h e  community i n  which it is l o c a t e d ,  I would 
l i k e  t o  speak  a g a i n s t  t h e  recommendation t o  c l o s e  Defense ~ i s t r i b u t i o n  
Cepo t  Ogden, UT (DDCU) . 

DDOU h a s  c o n s i s t e n t l y  been a c o s t  e f f e c t i v e  and p e r f o r n a n c e  
e f f i c i e n t  d e p o t .  I t  h a s  a well-educated and h i g h l y  p r o f e s s i o n a l  
w o r k f o r c e  which h a s  c o n t r i b u t e d  much t o  t h i s  community, oE n a t i o n a l  
d e f e n s e ,  and t h e  h u m a n i t a r i a n  r e l i e f  of many n a t i o n s  of  t k e  world.  

Over t h e  y e a r s  DDCU h a s  been t h e  " t e s t i n g "  d e p o t  f o r  many new 
c o m ~ u t e r  s y s t e m s  f o r  DLA and COD. MOWAS?, DWASP, and o t h e r  sys tzms  
s u c h  a s  DSS c u r r e n t l y  b e i n g  t e s t e d ,  have been p e r f e c t e d  a t  DDOU and 
implemented t h r o u g h o u t  t h e  U . S .  d e f e n s e  system. 

DOOU w a s  t h e  t e s t  f a c i l i t y  f o r  DLArs Model I n s t a l l z t i o n  P r a g r a z  
an& d e g o t  employee s u g g e s t i o n s  saved U.S. t a x p a y e r s  o v e r  $5 m i l l i o n  
d u r i n g  t5.e y e a r s  t h e  program was i n  e f f e c t .  T h e  d e p o t  r e c e i v e d  t h e  
p r e s ~ i g i o u s  Dm Mode: I n s t a l l a t i o n  Award f o r  s i x  consecu t i - r e  y e a r s  and 
was t h e  o n l y  DLA depoz t o  r e c e i v e  t h a t  award. 

I t  d o e s n ' t  s e e n  t o  make good b u s i n e s s  s e n s e  t o  c l c s e  a  d e p o t  
uh4zh h a s  a c o n s c i e n t i o u s ,  dependable  workforce ,  has  p roven  c o s t  . - e f f s c t i v e  t o  o p e r a t e ,  is e a s i l y  a c c e s s i b l e  t o  highway, r a l , ,  and a i r  
s h l 2 p l r - g ,  h a s  upgrad=< stcrags f a c i l i t i s s ,  and a l s a  has e ~ : a ~ s i c n  ssac2 
a v a i l a b l e .  

- .  The t a s k  of  d e r e r m i n i n g  which f a c i l i t i e s  shou ld  b e  c l o s e e  c r  
rea-lgned is difficult t o  be sure. However, a s  you evaluaze t h e  
c r i z s r i a  which h a s  keen sez f o r  de te rmin ing  t h e s e  a c t i o n s  2nd judge the 
d e ~ c t  on i t s  n e r i t s ,  I a n  c o n 5 i d e n ~  you w i l l  a g r e e  t h a t  k a s p i z q  3GC; 
ope- w i l l  be  h i g h l y  b e n e f i c i a l  t o  our  n a t i o n a l  d e f e n s e  ane the missiors 
seried t h r o u g h o u t  t h e  wor ld .  P l e a s e  reaove  DDOU f r o n  t h e  3 a s 2  Clos-:re 
L i s z .  

R e s p e c t f u l l y ,  
\ 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

As a resident of Utah and the community surrounding Defense 
Distribution Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU), I am concerned by the 
recommendation to close DDOU. 

It has been reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved 
to the west coast and this gives rise to many questions. 

Why was DDOU rated so low this year, when records indicate the 
depot has consistently met or exceeded the criteria set for.remaining a 
viable, functioning, low cost facility year after year? 

How can the hazardous materials storage function be moved to 
the west coast when it was originally placed at DDOU in part due to 
california's restrictions on disposal of such materials? 

Shouldn't we, as Americans, be concerned by the apparent policy 
to put "all our eggs in two baskets" by locating so many defense supply 
functions on the coasts? Wouldn't it be wiser to retain the most cost 
efficient, strategically located inland sites? DDQU has a demonstrated 
record of cost effectiveness and performance efficiency. It is 
centrally and uniquely located with access to major highway, rail, and 
air transportation facilities. The climate and environmental 
conditions are well-suited for long-term storage of items such as the 
DEPMEDS container hospitals, whereas coastal climates have proven 
detrimental to this function. 

As you evaluate the closure recommendations and criteria, 
please consider these issues and the many others raised and send to you 
by members of the community surrounding DDOU. We feel you will come to 
agree with us that DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman : 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the "testingI1 depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLAts Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLA Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
was the only DLA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

I 
Respectfully , 7; 

', 

/' 

Name 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment  omm mission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

The recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden, 
UT (DDOU) is of great concern to me and the members of this community, 
as well as the depot employees and their families. 

In reviewing the information in the DLA Detail Analysis 
supporting their recommendation, we question the validity of the 
selection based on the criteria requested by your commission. There 
are innumerable areas where the facts and figures dongt seem to 
Itadd uptg. 

DDOU has a well-earned reputation for being a cost effective 
and performance efficient depot. It has proven itself time and time 
again in meeting the challenges of mission accomplishment and cost 
savings. 

DDOU has developed, tested, and implemented many computer 
systems and improvements for DLA and DoD. The depot was also 
instrumental in the successful development and implementation of the 
Workforce Certification Program and the use of the ME hand-held 
computer scanners used for inventory and location accuracy. 

Over all, as DDOUgs "track recordtg is compared to other depots 
and facilities, the facts will speak for themselves. DDOU consistently 
demonstrates high work quality, productiv.ity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. How can this history of success and achievement suddenly 
NOT be enough to justify DDOUts continued existence as a major 
distribution site in DoD? 

Please carefully evaluate the facts. Igm confident you will 
conclude that for the good of our military forces and the people of the 
United States DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Sincerely, 

Address 
@ ~ 5 &  ' 1 / ( 2 y d ; )  



: D e p o t w & ~ ( ~ e ~ h m g k r w ' m  6 * 
1 am writing this Letter to the us, we guve more than 100 penxnt. 

> Editor in hopes that maybe some- It doesn't matter whether the ask- 
one out there might finally hear our ing comes from the nation or from 

8 ,cries for help. the community. 
i' ' 1 know most of you think, well If the shoe were on the other foot 
s that's too bad about Defense Depot and Kimberly Clark or any other 

Ogden. but that's the way things go. big business was going to close, you 
: I find i t  very hard to believe that can bet that the employees at ,the 

Ogdcn City and the surrounding depot would be out there fighting 
communities arc so laid-back, while for you. 
wc at the depot an: literally fighting So, won't you please gatfief' 
' ibr our lives. around us and show that you really 

Whalevcr happened to the corn- do care? 
munity spirit? *Start writing and telephoning ' 

Wc at the depot are very proud your congreimen and BRAC. Let 
of our number one ranking and them know that you care about us. 
that makes us try to be even better 
ycar after year. Tarnara Hulse 

Whencvcr anything is asked of North Ogdcn 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the "testingt1 depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLAts Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLA Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
was the only DLA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 
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Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment commission 
1700 North Moore Street, suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

The recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden, 
UT (DDOU) is of great concern to me and the members of this community, 
as well as the depot employees and their families. 

In reviewing the information in the DLA Detail Analysis 
supporting their recommendation, we question the validity of the 
selection based on the criteria requested by your commission. There 
are innumerable areas where the facts and figures don't seem to 
Itadd up". 

DDOU has a well-earned reputation for being a cost effective 
and performance efficient depot. It has proven itself time and time 
again in meeting the challenges of mission accomplishment and cost 
savings. 

DDOU has developed, tested, and implemented many computer 
systems and improvements for DLA and DoD. The depot was also 
instrumental in the successful development and implementation of the 
Workforce Certification Program and the use of the ME hand-held 
computer scanners used for inventory and location accuracy. 

Over all, as DDOU1s !#track recordf1 is compared to other depots 
and facilities, the facts will speak for themselves. DDOU consistently 
demonstrates high work quality, productiv-ity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. .How can this history of success and achievement suddenly 
NOT be enough to justify DDoUts continued existence as a major 
distribution site in DoD? 

Please carefully evaluate the facts. I'm confident you will 
conclude that for the good of our military forces and the people of the 
United States DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Sincerely, 

3 3  S , ~ ~ D O  e. 
Address 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

I would like to take this opportunity to express my concern 
with regard to the recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot 
Ogden, UT (DDOU). The people of this community, as well as depot 
employees and their families, are certainly feeling the sting of DLA1s 
recommendation. 

We are concerned because we feel DDOU provides a necessary 
service to all Americans and many nations of the free world. The 
distribution service, customer support, and humanitarian relief 
provided by DDOU is of excellent quality and offers U.S. taxpayers an 
exceptional "Real Dollarw savings year after year, rather than adding 
to our already astronomically high national debt. 

In an independent study of all DLA depots, conducted by Peat, 
Marwick Associates in 1993, DDOU is clearly identified as the depot 
which "represents the wisest use of taxpayer dollars1' and Igprovides the 
best service of any depot in the entire nation". 

If DDOU has consistently been rated as the best and most cost 
efficient depot in the nation, why has it been recommended for closure? 
What really is the rational behind the recommendation? 

Major General Farrell is reported to have told the BRAC 
Commission that DLA1s goal is to place all our nation's defense support 
structure on the coastal seaboards. Was this the rational behind the 
recommendation to close DDOU? 

Historically, DoD has placed major storage and repair depots 
inland to keep them from Itharms wayn and out of easy reach of open sea 
lanes. From this standpoint, and in view of DDOU1s demonstrated 
excellent work ethic, customer service record, and ability to provide 
real dollars savings to taxpayers, please help us provide a more secure 
future of freedom for all Americans by removing DDOU from the Base 
Closure List. 

Sincerely, 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU). 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the lltestingll depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLA1s Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLA Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
was the only DLA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 

Addres l w f Y % @ +  



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman : 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

Statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the "depot of choicew selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU would be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. 

Why then, has the "number onegg depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another g'undocumentedlg 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 

C /7ft a w 
Address 

- .  



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chai-riuan 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and perfornance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the worlci. 

Over the years DDOU has been the lltesting" depot ,for many new 
conputer systems for '3-0- and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for Dm's Model 1nsta.llation Prcgram 
and degot einployee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious D W  nodel Ins~allation Xiiard for six consecuti~re yezrs a ~ d  
was the only DLA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a d e ~ o t  
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operata, is easily accessible t? highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expnsion sgace 
available. 

The task of deizeraining whic" facilities should be closed cr 
r e a l i q z e d  is difficu;t to be sure. However, as you evaluzze i h e  
c r i z s r i a  xhich has been set for detenining these actions and jcdqe cks 
d e g c c  an its mer ics ,  I am confidenr you will agree that ksepixg ODCL' 
open w i l l  be highly beneficial to ocr nation21 defense an2 the zissio-s 
ser-red thraughout the world. Please reziove DDOU from the 3as2 C l g s ~ r ~  
Lisc. 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU). 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

Statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the "depot of choice" selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU would be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. 

Why then, has the "number one" depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another uundocumentedw 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

I would like to take this opportunity to express my concern 
with regard to the recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot 
Ogden, UT (DDOU). The people of this community, as well as depot 
employees and their families, are certainly feeling the sting of DLAts 
recommendation. 

We are concerned because we feel DDOU provides a necessary 
service to all Americans and many nations of the free world. The 
distribution service, customer support, and humanitarian relief 
provided by DDOU is of excellent quality and offers U.S. taxpayers an 
exceptional "Real Dollarvt savings year after year, rather than adding 
to our already astronomically high national debt. 

In an independent study of all DLA depots, conducted by Peat, 
Marwick Associates in 1993, DDOU is clearly identified as the depot 
which vtrepresents the wisest use of taxpayer dollarsvt and "provides the 
best service of any depot in the entire nationw. 

If DDOU has consistently been rated as the best and most cost 
efficient depot in the nation, why has it been recommended for closure? 
What really is the rational behind the recommendation? 

Major General Farrell is reported to have told the BRAC 
Commission that DLAts goal is to place all our nation's defense support 
structure on the coastal seaboards. Was this the rational behind the 
recommendation to close DDOU? 

Historically, DoD has placed major storage and repair depots 
inland to keep them from "harms wayw and out of easy reach of open sea 
lanes. From this standpoint, and in view of DDOUts demonstrated 
excellent work ethic, customer service record, and ability to provide 
real dollars savings to taxpayers, please help us provide a more secure 
future of freedom for all Americans by removing DDOU from the Base 
Closure List. 

Sincerely, 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

I would like to take this opportunity to express my concern 
with regard to the recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot 
Ogden, UT (DDOU). The people of this community, as well as depot 
employees and their families, are certainly feeling the sting of DLAts 
recommendation. 

We are concerned because we feel DDOU provides a necessary 
service to all Americans and many nations of the free world. The 
distribution service, customer support, and humanitarian relief 
provided by DDOU is of excellent quality and offers U.S. taxpayers an 
exceptional "Real Dollarn savings year after year, rather than adding 
to our already astronomically high national debt. 

In an independent study of all DLA depots, conducted by Peat, 
Marwick Associates in 1993, DDOU is clearly identified as the depot 
which Itrepresents the wisest use of taxpayer dollarstt and ttprovides the 
best service of any depot in the entire nationtt. 

If DDOU has consistently been rated as the best and most cost 
efficient depot in the nation, why has it been recommended for closure? 
What really is the rational behind the recommendation? 

Major General Farrell is reported to have told the BRAC 
Commission that DLAts goal is to place all our nation's defense support 
structure on the coastal seaboards. Was this the rational behind the 
recommendation to close DDOU? 

Historically, DoD has placed major storage and repair depots 
inland to keep them from "harms wayH and out of easy reach of open sea 
lanes. From this standpoint, and in view of DDOUts demonstrated 
excellent work ethic, customer service record, and ability to provide 
real dollars savings to taxpayers, please help us provide a more secure 
future of freedom for all Americans by removing DDOU from the Base 
Closure List. 

Sincerely, 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and ~ealignment commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1 4 2 5  
Arlington, VA 22209 

chairman Dixon: 

AS a resident of Utah and the community surrounding Defense 
Distribution Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU), I am concerned by the 
recommendation to close DDOU. 

It has been reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved 
to the west coast and this gives rise to many questions. 

Why was DDOU rated so low this year, when records indicate the 
depot has consistently met or exceeded the criteria set for remaining a 
viable, functioning, low cost facility year after year? 

How can the hazardous materials storage function be moved to 
, 

the west coast when it was originally places at DDOU in part due to 
California's restrictions on disposal of such materials? 

Shouldn't we, as Americans, be concerned by the apparent policy 
to put 'la11 our eggs in two basketst1 by locating so many defense supply 
functions on the coasts? Wouldn't it be wiser to retain the most cost 
efficient, strategically located inland sites? DDOU has a demonstrated 
record of cost effectiveness and performance efficiency. It is 
centrally and uniquely located with access to major highway, rail, and 
air transportation facilities. The climate and environmental 
conditions are well-suited for long-term storage of items such as the. 
DEPMEDS container hospitals, whereas coastal climates have proven 
detrimental to this function. 

As you evaluate the closure recommendations and criteria, 
please consider these issues and the many others raised and send to you 
by members of the community surrounding DDOU. We feel you will come to 
agree with us that DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully, 

Name 

Js / /  &. 97'7 X. mr,, o/ W067 
Address 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman : 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the "testingtt depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLAts Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLA Model Installation Award for six c.onsecutive years and 
was the only DLA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficiai to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
~rlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

I would like to take this opportunity to express my concern 
with regard to the recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot 
Ogden, UT (DDOU). The people of this community, as well as depot 
employees and their families, are certainly feeling the sting of DLAts 
recommendation. 

We are concerned because we feel DDOU provides a necessary 
service to all Americans and many nations of the free world. The 
distribution service, customer support, and humanitarian relief 
provided by DDOU is of excellent quality and offers U.S. taxpayers an 
exceptional "Real DollarH savings year after year, rather than adding 
to our already astronomically high national debt. 

In an independent study of all DLA depots, conducted by Peat, 
Marwick Associates in 1993, DDOU is clearly identified as the depot 
which "represents the wisest use of taxpayer dollarsw and "provides the 
best service of any depot in the entire nationtt. 

If. DDOU has consistently been rated as the best and most cost 
efficient depot in the nation, why has it been recommended for closure? 
What really is the rational behind the recommendation? 

Major General Farrell is reported to have told the BRAC 
Commission that DLArs goal is to place all our nation's defense support 
structure on the coastal seaboards. Was this the rational behind the 
recommendation to close DDOU? 

Historically, DoD has placed major storage and repair depots 
inland to keep them from "harms wayH and out of easy reach of open sea 
lanes. From this standpoint, and in view of DDOUts demonstrated 
excellent work ethic, customer service record, and ability to provide 
real dollars savings to taxpayers, please help us provide a more secure 
future of freedom for all Americans by removing DDOU from the Base 
Closure List. 

Sincerely, 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU). 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

Statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the "depot of choicew selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU would be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. 

Why then, has the "number onev1 depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another nundocumentedt~ 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 
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April 20, 1995 

General J.B. Davis. USAF-Ret. 
Defense Base Realignment and Ciosure Commission 
1700 N. Moore St. 
Arlington. VA 22204 

Dear General Davis: 

As a professional soldier (retired), living in Aurora. Colorado. I support the Army's decision 
to ciose Fitzsimons Army Medical Center, Colorado. 

As a citizen, I support the privatization of government services, including the heaIth care 
services which I have been promised. 

I am eligible to use Fitzsimons and I have used it Still, as a retired professional soldier, I find 
it difficult to ask the Army to subvert its essential mission of national security to one of subsidizing 
the local economy-- in Colorado ..or in Maine, or in California. 

The military made a contract with me to provide medical care. If that contract is filled 
equitably and fairly, then I find it difficult to complain that the military uses civilian doctors or 
hospitals to meet the terms of the contract. I do not object to privatization as long as the availability, 
quality and cost of care remain equal 

The Army and the other military services must be allowed--no, must be directed--to ensure 
the national security of the United States and not be social agencies. Their mission does not include 
economic support of local communities. Other institutions within our government are available to 
provide social services and economic support to areas and groups around the country. 

We in Colorado are not unique among areas that may suffer adverse impacts fiom a base 
closing. Can we honestly object to the military finding a more cost effective way to hlfil its 
contractual obligations of medical care? No. 

The battle should be not to keep Fitzsimons open, but to insure the military's, new Tricare 
health system provides healthcare both efficiently and effectively to all eligible recipients. 

Sincerely, 

[Jon A. Gallo, Col. USAF-Ket. 
44 1 1 S. Abilene Cir. Aurora, CO 8001 5 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman : 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

Statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the "depot of choice1I selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU would be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. 

Why then, has the Itnumber one" depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another llundocumented" 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the.recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

- ~ - -  . ..- . ..- - . - -  . . ... .... - 

Respectfully submitted, 

/Lr/ ,,J' L - 
(7h /m/A. 

Name 

Address 



Mr. Alan J: Dixon, chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

chairman Dixon: 

I am writing to express my opposition to the recommendation to 
close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU). As a concerned 
citizen, I am flabbergasted at the distortions of information which 
appear to have been perpetrated in the consideration process which led 
to the closure recommendation. 

The DLA Detailed Analysis, which supposedly explains and justifies 
the selections, contains charts and information which seems to be 
questionable at the very least. One chart, in particular, is a 
comparison analysis of the most economical functioning of a variety of 
combinations of DLA distribution sites. The cost figures printed 
indicate that closing BDOU and Memphis is the m o s t  cost efficient 
scenario. However, careful reading of the chart reveals that all 
possible combinations were not investigated. 

Additionally, data for Sharpe Army Depot, Tracy Army Depot, and 
the Rough & Ready Site in the same area of California, was combined and 
reviewed as one activity; while the data for the three sites which make 
up DDOU was reviewed as three separate activities. The combination of 
the California sites into one activity made it impossible to review 
each as a separate activity or in alternative combinations with other 
'activities that might prove to be more economical than the findings 
published in the Detailed Analysis. 

This combining of data into one activity gave obvious advantage 
to that activity in the area of throughput, a critical data point which 
weighs heavily in the BRAC criteria of military value. Considering 
these activities as one is neither appropriate nor equitable,for BRAC 
purposes. To be most accurate and fair, BRAC submissions must remain 
descreet by site. 

- - --- 4 s  .-you.-evaluate- the ..closure -recommendations and-investigate - - -  - _ ..- 
questionable criteria, I trust you will conclude, as I have, that DDOU 
should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully, 

Name ' 

$c// , $777 d PdV- -/$ ~Yff47  
Address 



TO THE B.R.A.C. COMU, 

MORE AIR SPACE FOIl GREATER SAFTEY IN TEXAS MAICES MORE 

SENC3E THAN ANY STUfID MOVE TO WHIlTNG OR rPENSACOLA N.A.S. 

4500 SQ. MlLES AGAINST 105,000 SQ. MILES IN TEXAS. THE FACT IS 

FLX)RDIA HAS SPENT MORE MONEY TO SAVE THEJR K)BS THAN 

TEXAS! P E N S A W A  IS  BRAWHNG ATREADY THAT IT A DONE DEAL, 

IF YOU LOOK AT THJ5 FACTS FOR AIR SPACE SAFTF;Y ALONE lT3 

ALLTHEPROOFNEEDED.mNAvY'sHASwASTEDOURTAX$ 

LONE ENOUGH ON WHWM%- 50 YEARS! 

MORE AIR SPACE IN TEXAS THAN FLOlWM 



April 11, 1995 

Dear ( o n h i  5 l ;one f -  i r e  

As an employee of Defense Depot Ogden, Utah, and t h e  s o l e  support  of t h r e e  

c h i l d r e n ,  I am r e a l l y  concerned about the  proposed c losu re  of t h e  Depot. The 

Depot i s  known f o r  i t s  exce l lence  and timely del ivery  of goods, and we pr ide  

ourse lves  on our e x c e l l e n t  record.  We have proven time and time again t h a t  we 

can accomplish whatever mission we a r e  given. 

Closing the  Depot wi l l  p u t  many households such a s  mine i n  jeopardy, and cause us 

t o  not be s e l f - s u f f i c i e n t .  Thank you in  advance f o r  any help you can g ive  us 

in  saving Defense Depot Ogden from c losure .  

S i ncerel y , 

R u t h  Montoya 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed m e h  to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the "testing1' depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLAts Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLA Model Installation Award for six cpnsecutive years and 
was the only DLA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 

Name 



Mr. Alan J. ~ixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

As a resident of Utah and the community surrounding Defense 
Distribution Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU), I am concerned by the 
recommendation to close DDOU. 

It has been reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved 
to the west coast and this gives rise to many questions. 

Why was DDOU rated so low this year, when records indicate the 
depot has consistently met or exceeded the criteria set for remaining a 
viable, functioning, low cost facility year after year? 

How can the hazardous materials storage function be moved to 
the west coast when it was originally placed at DDOU in part due to 
California's restrictions on disposal of such materials? 

Shouldn't we, as Americans, be concerned by the apparent policy 
to put "all our eggs in two basketsw by locating so many defense supply 
functions on the coasts? Wouldn't it be wiser to retain the most cost 
efficient, strategically located inland sites? DDOU has a demonstrated 
record of cost effectiveness and performance efficiency. It is 
centrally and uniquely located with access to major highway, rail, and 
air transportation facilities. The climate and environmental 
conditions are well-suited for long-term storage of items such as the 
DEPMEDS container hospitals, whereas coastal climates have proven 
detrimental to this function. 

As you evaluate the closure recommendations and criteria, 
please consider these issues and the many others raised and send to you 
by members of the community surrounding DDOU. We feel you will come to 
agree with us that DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully, 

. ' 
Address 

16 /f 
~ y q a a - G / Y  



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

Statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the "depot of choicett selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU would be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. 

Why then, has the "number onen depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another tqundocumentedlt 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 
n 



N r .  .b,lar-I J ,  D i x o r r .  C h a i r m a n  
Iief eltse E a s e  C l o s u r e  an1.1 Hea 1 i g n m e n t  
C:crmmi 5s  ic,1-1 1700 Nux. t h  M o o r e  S t r e e t ,  S u i  t e  1.1!.25 
Ar 1 i n g t o n ,  V A  22209 

Mr. C h a  i xman: 

As a Member  o f  t h e  co rnmul l i t> /  i n  which i t  : s  i o c a t e d ,  I 
w o u l  d 1 i k e  t o  speak a g a i n s t  t - h e  r e c t i m m e n l . ! a t  i o n  t o  c l o s e  
ijef e n s e  D i s t r i b u t i o n  D e p o t  r3gi3er1, 1JT ( D D C l l J ) .  

L)DOLJ h a . %  c o n s i  s C e n t  1 y  b e e r i  a i > C r ~ '  ~f f ect i V P  a r id  
p e r  f o r m a n c e  et f e c i e n t .  d e p o t .  I fr h a s  a we i 1 -pi!?-ica t e 1 3  :i n~rl 
h i q t r l y  p r i l f e s s i o n a l  w o r k f o r c e  w h i c h  h a s  c . o n t r i l : : u t e c l  milch t o  
t h i s  comm~..~rli t y ,  r:lur n z t f . i o r i a  l d e f  e l l s e ,  anrJ t i i e  hu rnan j  t a r  i a n  
re1  i e f  clf riiany. n a t i o n s  of t h e  w i ~ r  I d .  

D v e t .  t h e  y e a r s  DDOL1 h a s  t reeri  t -he  " t e s ' L i r i g "  depot ;  f : , r  
m a n y  new c o m p u t e r  systems i i i r  ClLA a n d  D o D .  MUWASP, D W A S P ,  

< .  a n d  o t h e r -  s y s t e m s  su(:h ;is DSS c . u r r e n t - l y  o e l n g  r . e z  t e d ,  have 
b e e n  p e r .  f e c C i ~ d  a t  DDIIIU a11d imp 1 ernente1:l C h r o ~ l z l - r o ~ _ t t  t h e  U. 5. 
def 'e l - lce  s y s t e l n .  

DTjOlJ was t h e  t e s t  i - a c i 1 i . t ~  f o r  D L . A ' s  I*lr2dpl I r ! s t a I l a t i c : ~ n  
P r i ~ g r . a m  a n d  d e p o t  emp l o y e r  s ~ - ~ g g e . - - t  i o n s  saved ? I .  S .  t a x p a y e r s  
1 2 v e r  $ 5  m i  1 1  l o t i  d u r  i11g t h e  y e a r - s  t i .~r  ~ i - i j g r a m  was  i n  1-~-i feet. 
T h e  d e p o t  r t ? c e i  v e d  t h e  p r e s t  i g i  nus  C!L,A M o d ~ ~ , l  I r-!stal l a  t i o n  
Ax3r iJ  f o r  s i x  c o n ~ e ~ r - ~ t i v ! ?  years: aiisi was t . h e  o i - l i y  LILA d e ~ ! r ; t .  t o  
r . p r . 6 3 i  - .. - i . 1 ~  t h a t  : , w ~ l - d .  

I t .  d o e s ~ i ' t  see111 t o  m a k e  g o o d  L , u . - ; i r ~ e s s  str.lis(.. to c l o s e  
d e p o t  w h i c h  113s a i : o n s c i e n t i o ~ ~ s ,  d e y e n i j a h  1 e i d i l r ] : f  t2 rc . r ,  ha:: 
~:~ri:lven (;1:1st e f f e c t i v e  tc: o p e r a t e ,  is e a s i  accessib 1 e 
b t i g h w a y ,  r a i l ,  a n d  a i r  ship pin^;, t ias u p g ~ - a c i e c i  5 t - o r . a  u p  r2 

f ; ~ c i l i t i e s ,  a r id  a l s o  h a s  r x p s n s i o n  s p a c e  a v a i 1 ; : j b l e .  
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Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the "testingtt depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLAts Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLA Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
was the only DLA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. __I C--- y - -  - - 
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Respectfully, 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

As a resident of Utah and the community surrounding Defense 
Distribution Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU), I am concerned by the 
recommendation to close DDOU. 

It has been reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved 
to the west coast and this gives rise to many questions. 

Why was DDOU rated so low this year, when records indicate the 
depot has consistently met or exceeded the criteria set for remaining a 
viable, functioning, low cost facility year after year? 

How can the hazardous materials storage function be moved to 
the west coast when it was originally placed at DDOU in part due to 
California's restrictions on disposal of such materials? 

Shouldn't we, as Americans, be concerned by the apparent policy 
to put 'la11 our eggs in two baskets" by locating so many defense supply 
functions on the coasts? Wouldn't it be wiser to retain the most cost 
efficient, strategically located inland sites? DDOU has a demonstrated 
record of cost effectiveness and performance efficiency. It is 
centrally and uniquely located with access to major highway, rail, and 
air transportation facilities. The climate and environmental 
conditions are well-suited for long-term storage of items such as the 
DEPMEDS container hospitals, whereas coastal climates have proven 
detrimental to this function. 

As you evaluate the closure recommendations and criteria, 
please consider these issues and the many others raised and send to you 
by members of the community surrounding DDOU. We feel you will come to 
agree with us that DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully, 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 1 
I would like to take this opportunity to express my concern 

with regard to the recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot 
Ogden, UT (DDOU). The people of this community, as well as depot 
employees and their families, are certainly feeling the sting of Dm's 
recommendation. 

We are concerned because we fee l  DDOU pravides a necessary 
service to all Americans and many nations of the free world. The 
distribution service, customer support, and humanitarian relief 
provided by DDOU is of excellent quality and offers U.S. taxpayers an 
exceptional "Real Dollarv savings year after year, rather than adding 
to our already astronomically high national debt. 

In an independent study of all DLA depots, conducted by Peat, 
Marwick Associates in 1993, DDOU is clearly identified as the depot 
which "represents the wisest use of taxpzyer dollarsM and "provides tho 
best service of any depot in the entire nation1'. 

If DDOU has consistently been rated as the best and most cost 
efficient depot in the nation, why has it been recommended for closure-? 
What really is the rational behind the recommendation? 

Major General Farrell is reported to have told the BRAC 
Commission that DLA1s goal is to place all our nation's defense support 
structure on the coastal seaboards. Was this the rational behind the 
recommendation to close DDOU? 

Historically, DoD has placed major storage and repair depots 
inland to keep them from "harms way" and out of easy reach of open sea 
lanes. From this standpoint, and in view of DDOU1s demonstrated 
excellent work ethic, customer service record, and ability to provide 
real dollars savings to taxpayers, please help us provide a more secure 
future of freedom for all Americans by removing DDOU from the Base 
Closure List. 

Sincerely, I 

-5, Name 

- - 
Address 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

As a resident of Utah and the community surrounding Defense 
Distribution Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU), I am concerned by the 
recommendation to close DDOU. 

It has been reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved 
to the west coast and this gives rise to many questions. 

Why was DDOU rated so low this year, when records indicate the 
depot has consistently met or exceeded tbe criteria set for remaining a 
viable, functioning, low cost facility year after year? 

How can the hazardous materials storage function be moved to 
the west coast when it was originally placed at DDOU in part due to 
californiats restrictions on disposal of such materials? 

Shouldntt we, as Americans, be concerned by the apparent policy 
to put "all our eggs in two basketstt by locating so many defense supply 
functions on the coasts? Wouldn't it be wiser to retain the most cost 
efficient, strategically located inland sites? DDOU has a demonstrated 
record of cost effectiveness and performance efficiency. It is 
centrally and uniquely located with access to major highway, rail, and 
air transportation facilities. The climate and environmental 
conditions are well-suited for long-term storage of items such as the 
DEPMEDS container hospitals, whereas coastal climates have proven 
detrimental to this function. 

As you evaluate the closure recommendations and criteria, 
please consider these issues and the many others raised and send to you 
by members of the community surrounding DDOU. We feel you will come to 
agree with us that DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully, 

4) ~ ~ J Y L  zL%9 
Address ~+r,zd I/.T ~ ~ y ~ ~ /  



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman : 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU). 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the "testingf1 depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLA1s Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLA Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
was the only DLA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 1 
i 

z+' $:kl<;b,J 
Name. 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

chairman Dixon: 

I am writing to express my opposition to the recommendation to 
close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU). As a concerned 
citizen, I am flabbergasted at the-distortions of information which 
appear to have been perpetrated in the consideration process which led 
to the closure recommendation. 

The DLA Detailed Analysis, which supposedly explains and justifies 
the selections, contains charts and information which seems to be 
questionable at the very least. One chart, in particular, is a 
comparison analysis of the most economical functioning of a variety of 
combinations of DLA distribution sites. The cost figures printed 
indicate that closing DDOU and Memphis is the most cost efficient 
scenario. However, careful reading of the chart reveals that all 
possible combinations were not investigated. 

Additionally, data for Sharpe Army Depot, Tracy Army Depot, and 
the Rough & Ready Site in the same area of California, was combined and 
reviewed as one activity; while the data for the three sites which make 
up DDOU was reviewed as three separate activities. The combination of 
the California sites into one activity made it impossible to review 
each as a separate activity or in alternative combinations with other 
activities that might prove to be more economical than the findings 
published in the Detailed Analysis. 

This combining of data into one activity gave obvious advantage 
to that activity in the area of throughput, a critical data point which 
weighs heavily in the BRAC criteria of military value. Considering 
these activities as one is neither appropriate nor equitable for BRAC 
purposes. To be most accurate and fair, BRAC submissions must remain 
descreet by site. 

As you evaluate the closure recommendations and _investigate-..---_- 
questionable criteria, I trust you will conclude, as I have, that DDOU 
should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully, 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
 omm mission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the "testing1' depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 

: implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLA1s Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLA Model 1nstallatio.n Award for six consecutive years and 
was the only DLA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as.you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout - the world. - Please remove -DDOU from- the Base -Closure.. .. --. 

List. 

Respectfully, 



Mr. Alan J. ~ixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the "testingu depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLA's Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLA Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
was the only DLA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, - Y Y ~ / ' / &  &+$&, 
Address 



April 11, 1995 

Dear 8. CY;16n. 
I am an employee of Defense Depot Ogden, Utah-a single parent supporting two sons 

with the income from my job a t  the Depot. I have very much appreciated having th i s  

job, and have enjoyed the benefits that  are connected with government work. My job 
has enabled me to ra i se  my sons without having to ask for  pub1 i c  assistance of any 

kiqd. I wish to  be able to  t-etain my independent s ta tus ,  and, thus,  I am writing 

t h i s  l e t t e r  requesting that  you help keep the Defense Depot Oyden open. 

I believe the good record of the Depot speaks for  i t s e l f .  For many years we have 

been No. 1. The Depot i s  a  cost effect ive,  e f f ic ien t ,  smooth--running operation. 

Please take a  second look a t  the s t a t i s t i c s  and records, and remove Defense Depot 

Ogden from the Base Closure l i s t .  

P a t r i c i a  Anderson 



Document S epal-ator 



lnconslstenbes need evaluation on DDO dosure 
During the base realignment and evaluation process. which DDO 

closure proccss. Tracy Depot was employees would like to see ad- 
sonsidercd in combination with dressed. 
Sharpc Depot against Ogdcn. This 
gave them a substantial advantage 
over DDO in point valuc. 

Although t h ~ s  combination may 
bc valid. a far more adv~ntagcour 
alliance for thc defense of our na- 
rion may bc a Tracy-Qdcn combi- 
nation. 

The Sharlpe-Tracy combination 
was also given credit for its trans- 
,portation potential based on the 
close proximity of Travis Air Force 
'Base. 
: Travis is 70 milcs on statc roads 
or 90 by freeway from the Tracy 
Dcpot. Have you driven on a Cali- 

qfornia frecwav latelv? 

:apparent inconsistencies in the 

sure Commission is taking another 
look at DDO. Thfee members will 
bc in town on April 13; 

We DDO employees ,hope to see 
all of our elected representatives 
standing with us in our hour of 
need as we know our local officials 
will be. 

It is our hope that the communi- 
ty and state will show support and 
pride for the defense depot. 

Michael Shcr~nan 
North Ogdcn 

Citizen very wncemed about WO dosing 

-. 
DDO provides a necessary service 
lo all Americans and many nations 

Government should not cut bases and dewts 
The timc was Dec. 7, 1941. The 

place was Pearl Harbor. We weren't 
cxpecling to be attacked on that 
fateful Sunday morning. 

If wc allow the government to 
continuc to cut back and close our 
military bares and supply depots. it 
will eventually happcn again. 

That is a pretty startling realiza- 
tion. but that's exactly what will 
happcn if we keep cutting and clos- 
inn bases and de~ots .  

and women whosc jobs will be lost 
at a time when there are too many 
people without work- 

What happened t o  taking care of .  
our own? Wake up and smell the 
coffee. stop this madness - savc 
the Defense Depot of Ogdcn. 

Stop base closures and 
W" f l  
bases? 

Sandra N. Rai-kham 
R*v 





uvv l)nuy-a 0 1  lu U 8 G  

. , ' I am writing this letter on behalf 

. of myself and all &her employees 
of Dm. 
; . I work in thc DEPMEDS organi- 
, zation. You've seen and heard a lot 
about our hospital units in the 

warchouses to store and pick the 
stock. Wc need the truck drivers to 
niovc all of this material to our as- 

. scmbly arcas. and the transporta- 
tion pcople to arrange and ship 
thcx hospitals. 

. Do you know it takes about 30 
commercial semi-trucks to ship a 

. hospital; that is 30 truck drivers 

. who do not work for the govern- 
ment - and that's just for 

. DEPMEDS shipments. Look at all 
the othcr material that is shipped 
In and out daily from DDO. 

:.. You can sce that the closure of 

-8  I 8  I I U 8  II.J I I- w w u  

DDO not only has an impact on 
our lives. it will have impact on the 
communitv as well. 

I urge all-DDO' employees and 
the community to stand up and be 
heard; we must save DDO from 
base closure and we must act now! 
We have very little time lefl. 

I for one am not going to throw 
in the towel and let them win with- 
out a fight. 

Remember. we the employees 
and you the community need DDO 
to remain open; and some day 
what we do out hen: may just save 
a loved one's life during a conflict 
half way around the world. or even 
a natural disaster in our own back 
yard. 













Dear 

d 

March 11, 1995 

I  am an employee of the Defense Depot Ogden, Utah. Through the years we have 

cons i s ten t ly  been the No. 1 Depot. We are  e f f i c i e n t ,  cos t  e f f ec t i ve ,  and we tackle  

any task given us with enthusiasm and accomplish i t  quickly,  producing high-quality 

r e su l t s .  We have proven t h i s  tirne and again during wars, natural d i s a s t e r s ,  and on 

a  da i ly  bas is .  I t  nas been sa id  of us "I f  you want something dclle, g i v e  i t  t o  DDO-  

they wil l  do i t ! "  

I f  the  Depot i s  closed, i t  wil l  have a  negative impact in several ways: 

1 .  I t  wil l  be cos t ly  
2 .  I t  wil l  adversely e f f ec t  Utah's economy and cause hardships on many 

famil ies .  
3 .  I t  will leave only one d i s t r ibu t ion  depot on the West Coast-leaving us 

very vul nerabl e  t o  a t t ack  and natural d i s a s t e r s .  
4. I t  wil l  cause a  disruption in service t o  customers worldwide. 

Please help us keep DDO open! As taxpayers and voters we a r e  very aware of who 

supports us and who does not. Thank you fo r  any help you can give us in preserving 

DDO . 





March 11, 1995 

Dear & L h d L w 3  ad>&-) z 

I am an employee of t h e  Defense Depot Ogden, Utah. Through t h e  yea rs  we have 

c o n s i s t e n t l y  been t h e  No. 1 Depot. We a r e  e f f i c i e n t ,  c o s t  e f f e c t i v e ,  and we t a c k l e  

any t ask  g i ven  us w i t h  enthusiasm and accompl ish i t  q u i c k l y ,  p roduc ing  h i g h - q u a l i t y  

r e s u l t s .  We have proven t h i s  t ime  and aga in  d u r i n g  wars, n a t u r a l  d i s a s t e r s ,  and on 

a  d a i l y  bas is .  I t  has been s a i d  of us "If you want something done, g i v e  i t  t o  DDO- 

t hey  w i l l  do it!" 

If t h e  Depot i s  c losed,  i t  w i l l  have a  nega t i ve  impact  i n  severa l  ways: 

1. I t  w i l l  be c o s t l y  
2. I t  w i l l  adve rse l y  e f f e c t  U t a h ' s  economy and cause hardsh ips  on many 

f a m i l i e s .  
3.  I t  w i l l  l eave  o n l y  one d i s t r i b u t i o n  depot on t h e  West Coas t - leav ing  us 

ve r y  v u l n e r a b l e  t o  a t t a c k  and n a t u r a l  d i s a s t e r s .  
4. I t  w i l l  cause a  d i s r u p t i o n  i n  s e r v i c e  t o  customers wor ldwide.  

P lease h e l p  us keep DDO open! As taxpayers  and v o t e r s  we a r e  ve r y  aware o f  who 

suppor ts  us and who does no t .  Thank you f o r  any h e l p  you can g i v e  us i n  p rese rv i ng  

DDO. 





March l i ,  1995 

Dear C B ~ ! A & ~ + ,  SZLAJ : 

I  am an employee of the Defense Depot Ogden, Utah. Through the years we have 

consis tent ly  been the No. 1 Depot. We a r e  e f f i c i e n t ,  cos t  e f f ec t i ve ,  and we tackle  

any task given us with enthusiasm and accomplish i t  quickly, producing high-quali ty 

r e su l t s .  We hdve proven t h i s  time and again during wars, natural d i s a s t e r s ,  and on 

a  dai ly  bas i s .  I t  has been sa id  o f  us " I f  you want something dopIe, give i t  t o  DDO- 

they wil l  do i t ! "  

I f  the  Depot i s  closed,  i t  wil l  have a  negative impact in several ways: 

1 .  I t  wil l  be cos t ly  
2.  I t  wil l  adversely e f f ec t  Utah's economy and cause hardships on many 

fami l i es .  
3. I t  wil l  leave only one d i s t r ibu t ion  depot on the West Coast-leaving us 

very vulnerable t o  a t tack and natural d i s a s t e r s .  
4. I t  w i  11 cause a  disruption in service  t o  customers worldwide. 

Please help us keep DDO open! As taxpayers and voters we a re  very aware of who 

supports us and who does not. Thank you fo r  any help you can give us in preserving 

DDO . 

, pa t r i  c ia  B .  Isom 





March 11, 1995 

Dear , e /&Mfl: 

I am an employee of the Defense Depot Ogden, Utah. Through the years we have 

consistently been the No. 1 Depot. We are e f f ic ien t ,  cost effect ive,  and we tackle 

any task given us with enthusiasm and accomplish i t  quickly, producing high-quality 

resu l t s .  We have proven th i s  time and again during wars, natural disasters ,  and on 

a  daily basis. I t  has been said of us ' ' I f  you want something done, give i t  to  DDO- 

they will do i t ! "  

If  the Depot i s  closed, i t  will have a  negative impact in several ways: 

1.  I t  will be costly 
2 .  I t  will adversely e f fec t  Utah's economy and cause hardships on many 

families.  
3. I t  will leave only one distribution depot on the West Coast-leaving us 

very vul nerabl e  t o  attack and natural disasters.  
4. I t  will cause a  disruption i n  service to customers worldwide. 

Please help us keep DDO open! As taxpayers and voters we are  very aware of who 

supports us and who does n o t .  Thank you for any help you can give us in preserving 

DDO . 





March I!, 1995 

I am an employee of the Defense Depot Ogden, Utah. Through the years we have 

consistently been the No. 1 Depot. We are e f f i c i en t ,  cost effect ive,  and we tackle 

any task given us with enthusiasm and accomplish i t  quickly, producing high-quality 

resu l t s .  We have proven th i s  time and again during wars, natural disasters ,  and on 

a  daily basis. I t  has been said of us "If you want something don€,, glve i t  to  DDO- 

they will do i t ! "  

If  the Depot i s  closed, i t  will have a  negative impact in several ways: 

1.  I t  will be costly 
2 .  I t  will adversely e f fec t  Utah's economy and cause hardships on many 

fami 1 i  ec;. 
3. I t  will leave only one distribution depot on the West Coast-leaving us 

very vulnerable to  attack and natural disasters .  
4. I t  will cause a  disruption in service to  customers worldwide. 

Please help us keep DDO open! As taxpayers and voters we are  very aware of who 

supports us and who does not. Thank you for any help you can give us in preserving 

DDO . 

A- &4-4 
atr ic i a  B .  Isom 





March 11, 1995 

I  am an employee of the Defense Depot Ogden, Utah. Through the years we have 

cons i s ten t ly  bee11 the No. 1 Depot. We a r e  e f f i c i e n t ,  cos t  e f f ec t i ve ,  and we tackle 

any task given us with enthusiasm and accompl ish i t  quickly,  producing high-qua1 i ty  

r e s u l t s .  We havle proven t h i s  time and again during wars, natural d i s a s t e r s ,  and on 

a  da i ly  bas is .  I t  has been sa id  of us " I f  you want something done, give i t  -Lo DDO- 

they wi l l  do i t ! "  

I f  the  Depot i s  closed, i t  wil l  have a  negative impact in several ways: 

1 .  I t  wi l l  be cos t ly  
2 .  I t  wi l l  adversely e f f e c t  Utah's economy and cause hardships on many 

fami l i es .  
3. I t  wil l  leave only one d i s t r ibu t ion  depot on the West Coast-leaving us 

very vu1 nerabl e  t o  a t tack and natural d i s a s t e r s .  
4. I t  wil l  cause a  disruption in service t o  customers worldwide. 

Please help us keep DDO open! As taxpayers and voters we a r e  very aware of who 

supports us and who does not. Thank you fo r  any help you can give us in preserving 

DDO . 

4 n  ere ly  
[ (, .LA4.L?L, . ' &  $cc-<-i 
. / h t r i c i a  B.  Isom 





March 11, 1995 

' 1 
Dear -Lm?r/l,/fy7 1 J 

I am an employee of the Defense Depot Ogden, Utah. Through the years we have 

consistently been the No. 1 Depot. We are e f f ic ien t ,  cost effect ive,  and we tackle 

any task given us with enthusiasm and accomplish i t  quickly, producing high-quality 

resu l t s .  We have proven th i s  time and again during wars, natural d isas te rs ,  and on 

a daily basis.  I t  has been said of us "If  you want something done, give i t  to  DDO- 

they will do i t ! "  

I f  the Depot i s  closed, i t  will have a negative impact in several ways: 

1 .  I t  will be costly 
2 .  I t  will adversely effect  Utah's economy and cause hdrdships on many 

families.  
3 .  I t  will leave only one distribution depot on the West Coast-leaving us 

very vulnerable to  attack and natural disasters.  
4. I t  will cause a disruption in service to  customers worldwide. 

Please help us keep DDO open! As taxpayers and voters we are very aware of who 

supports us and who does n o t .  Thank you for any help you can give us in preserving 

DDO . 





d 
A p r i l  11, 1995 

Dear adm:rG.k b ~ . - t ~ ~ - m ; o  / ~ ~ ~ ~ + ~ p < ~  

As an eniployee o f  Defense Depot Ogden, Utah, and t h e  s o l e  suppo r t  o f  t h r e e  

c h i l d r e n ,  I am r e a l l y  concerned about t he  proposed c l o s u r e  o f  t h e  Depot. The 

Depot i s  known f o r  i t s  exce l l ence  and t i m e l y  d e l i v e r y  o f  goods, and we p r i d e  

ourse lves  on o b r  e x c e l l e n t  record .  We have proven t ime  and t i m e  aga in  t h a t  we 

can accompl ish whatever m i ss i on  we a re  g iven .  

C los i ng  t h e  Depot w i l l  p u t  many households such as mine i n  jeopardy,  and cause us 

t o  n o t  be s e l f - s u f f i c i e n t .  Thank you i n  advance f o r  any h e l p  you can g i v e  us 

i n  sav ing  Defense Depot Ogden f rom c losure .  

S i n c e r e l y ,  

Ruth Montoya 





A p r i l  11, 7955 

Dear Covv\vw, 1 - S f i  d l . f ~ > T  A3ck)& CC G .  Cox 

As an employee o f  Defense Depot Ogden, Utah, and t h e  s o l e  suppor t  o f  t h r e e  

c h i l d r e n ,  I am r e a l l y  concerned about t h e  proposed c l o s u r e  of t h e  Depot. The 

Depot i s  known f o r  i t s  exce l lence  and t i m e l y  d e l i v e r y  o f  goods, dnd we p r i d e  

ou rse l ves  on o u r  e x c e l l e n t  record .  We have proven t ime  and t ime  aga in  t h a t  we 

can accompl ish whatever m i ss i on  we a re  g iven .  

C l o s i n g  t h e  Depot w i l l  p u t  many households such as mine i n  jeopardy,  and cause us 

t o  n o t  be s e l f - s u f f i c i e n t .  Thank you i n  advance f o r  any h e l p  you can g i v e  us  

i n  sav ing  Defense Depot Ogden from c losure .  

S i nce re l y ,  

Ruth Montoya 
"7 .:-,),LLcf!L -I>?( ,.((LT,, 

1 ,, .J 





April 11, 1995 

Dear Gr,-,epaL 3, 13. &?C'-\/;' 

As an employee of Defense Depot Ogden, Utah, and the so l e  support of three  

chi ldren,  I am r ea l l y  concerned about the proposed closure of the Depot. The 

Depot i s  known f o r  i t s  excellence and timely delivery of goods, and we pride 

ourselves on our excel lent  record. We have proven time and time again t ha t  we 

can accomplish whatever mission we a r e  given. 

Closing the Depot will p u t  many households such as  mine in  jeopardy, and cause us 

t o  not be s e l f - su f f i c i en t .  Thank you in advance fo r  any help you can give us 

in saving Defense Depot Ogden from closure. 

Sincerely , 

R u t h  Montoya 





A p r i l  11, 1995 

Dear E.lccLor G ~ V I C ~ U L  SCS- ,Puh/cs 

As an employee o f  Defense Depot Ogden, Utah, and t h e  s o l e  suppo r t  of t h r e e  

c h i l d r e n ,  I am r e a l l y  concerned about t h e  proposed c l o s u r e  of t h e  Depot. The 

Depot i s  known f o r  i t s  exce l l ence  and t i m e l y  d e l i v e r y  o f  goods, and we p r i d e  

ou rse l ves  on oL r  exce l  l e n t  record .  We have proven t i m e  and t i m e  aga in  t h a t  we 

can accompl ish whatever m i s s i o n  we a re  g iven .  

C l o s i n g  t h e  Depot w i l l  p u t  many households such as mine i n  jeopardy,  and cause us 

t o  n o t  be s e l f - s u f f i c i e n t .  Thank you i n  advance f o r  any h e l p  you can g i v e  us 

i n  sav ing  Defense Depot Ogden f rom c l osu re .  

S i nce re l y ,  

Ruth Montoya 





April 11, 1995 

D e a r  cjr\yhi J S ~ O H P T  W ~ ~ x d i  L JjcJe 

As an employee of Defense Depot Ogden, Utah, and the so le  support of three 

children,  I am r ea l l y  concerned about the proposed closure of the Depot. The 

Depot i s  known f o r  i t s  excellence and timely del ivery of goods, and we pride 

ourselves on our excel lent  record. We have proven time and time again t ha t  we 

can accomplish whatever mission we a r e  given. 

Closing the Depot will p u t  many households such as  mine in  jeopardy, and cause us 

t o  not be sel f - su f f i c i en t .  Thank you in advance f o r  any he1 p you can give us 

in saving Defense Depot Ogden from closure.  

Sincerely,  

R u t h  Montoya 

v+u 





April 11, 1395 

Dear corn m f ~ ~  AL r O Y i l ~ / / ~ L  
As an employee of Defense Depot Ogden, Utah, and the sole  support of three  

chi ldren,  I am r ea l l y  concerned about the proposed closure of the Depot. The 

Depot i s  known f o r  i t s  excellence and timely delivery of goods, and we pr ide  

ourselves on our excel lent  record. We have proven time and time again t ha t  we 

can accomplish whatever mission we a r e  aiven. 

Closing the Depot wil l  p u t  many households such as  mine in jeopardy, and cause us 

t o  not be s e l f - su f f i c i en t .  Thank you in advance f o r  any help you can give us 

in saving Defense Depot Ogden fro~n closure. 

S i  ncerel y , 

R u t h  Montoya 





April 11, 1995 

3 

Dear -- I 

I am an employee of Defense Depot Ogden, Utah-a s i n g l e  parent supporting two sons 

with t h e  income from my job a t  t he  Depot. I have very much appreciated having t h i  s  

job, and have enjoyed the  bene f i t s  t h a t  a r e  connected with government work. My job 

has enabled me t o  r a i s e  my sons without having t o  ask f o r  public a s s i s t a n c e  c j f  any 

kind. I wish t c  br, ab le  t o  r e t a i n  my independent st6 t u s ,  a; .d,  : hus, I am w r i  t i n 3  

t h i s  l e t t e r  reques t ing  t h a t  you help keep the  Defense Depot Ogden open. 

I be l i eve  t h e  good record of the Depot speaks f o r  i t s e l f .  For many yea r s  we have 

been No. 1. The Depot i s  a  c o s t  e f f e c t i v e ,  e f f i c i e n t ,  smooth-running opera t ion .  

Please take  a  seconcl look a t  t he  s t a t i s t i c s  and records,  and remove Defense Depot 

Ogden from t h e  Base Closure l i s t .  

P a t r i  c i a  Anderson 





April 11, 1995 

Dear 

I am an employee of Defense Depot Ogden, Utah-a s ing le  parent supporting two sons 

with the  income from my job a t  the Depot. I have very much appreciated having t h i s  

job, and have enjoyed the benef i ts  t ha t  are  connected with government work. My job 
has enabled me t o  r a i s e  my sons without having t o  ask f o r  public ass is tance  of any 

kind. I wish t o  be able  t o  re ta in  my ind>pendent s t a t u s ,  and, thus ,  I av writ ing 

t h i s  l e t t e r  requesting t h a t  you help keep the Defense Depot Ogden open. 

I bel ieve the  good record of the Depot speaks f o r  i t s e l f .  For many years we have 

been No. 1. The Depot i s  a  cos t  e f fec t ive ,  e f f i c i e n t ,  smooth-running operation. 

Please take a  second look a t  the s t a t i s t i c s  and records, and remove Defense Depot 

Ogden from the  Base Closure l i s t .  

5;"s- 
P a t r i c i a  Anderson 





Dea r 

pa ren t  suppo r t i ng  two sons 

w i t h  t h e  income f r om my j o b  a t  t h e  Depot. I have ve ry  much app rec i a ted  hav ing  t h i s  

job ,  and have en joyed t h e  b e n e f i t s  t h a t  are connected w i t h  government work. My j o b  

has enabled me t o  r a i s e  my sons w i t h o u t  hav ing t o  ask f o r  p u b l i c  ass i s t ance  of  any 

k i n d .  I wish  t o  be a b l e  t o  r e t a i n  t4?y i n d e ~ e n d e n t  s t a t u s ,  and, thus,  I am w r i t i n g  

t h i s  l e t t e r  r e q u e s t i n g  t h a t  you h e l p  keep t h e  Defense Depot Ogden open. 

I b e l i e v e  t h e  good r e c o r d  o f  t h e  Depot speaks f o r  i t s e l f .  For  many yea rs  we have 

been No. 1. The Depot i s  a  c o s t  e f f e c t i v e ,  e f f i c i e n t ,  smooth-running ope ra t i on .  

P lease t a k e  a second l o o k  a t  t h e  s t a t i s t i c s  and records ,  and remove Defense Depot 

Ogden f r om t h e  Base C losure  1  i s t .  

S i  n c e r e l y  , 
G&&& 

P a t r i c i a  Anderson 





A p r i l  11, 1995 

Dear ~~*B.&UV&) 
I am an employee of Defense Depot Ogden, Utah-a s i n g l e  pa ren t  suppo r t i ng  two sons 

w i t h  t h e  income from my j o b  a t  t h e  Depot. I have ve ry  much app rec i a ted  hav ing  t h i s  

job ,  and have en joyed t h e  b e n e f i t s  t h a t  a re  connected w i t h  government work. My j o b  
has enabled me t o  r a i s e  my sons w i t h o u t  hav ing t o  ask f o r  p u b l i c  ass i s t ance  of  any 

k i n d .  I wish  t o  be a b l e  t o  r e t a i n  my independent s t a t u s ,  and, thus,  I am w r i t i n g  

t h i s  l e t t e r  r e q u e s t i n g  t h a t  you h e l p  keep t h e  Defense Depot Ogden open. 

I b e l i e v e  t h e  good r e c o r d  o f  t h e  Depot speaks f o r  i t s e l f .  For many years  we have 

been No. 1. The Depot i s  a  c o s t  e f f e c t i v e ,  e f f i c i e n t ,  smooth-running ope ra t i on .  

P lease t ake  a second l o o k  a t  t h e  s t a t i s t i c s  and records,  and rernove Defense Depot 

Ogden from t h e  Base C losure  l i s t .  

S i nce re l y ,  

P&&* 
P a t r i c i a  Anderson 





A p r i l  11, 1995 

Dear -& L. 
I am an employee o f  Defense Depot Ogden, Utah-a s i n g l e  pa ren t  suppo r t i ng  two sons 

w i t h  t h e  income f rom my j o b  a t  t he  Depot. I have ve ry  much app rec i a ted  hav ing  t h i s  

job,  and have en joyed  t h e  b e n e f i t s  t h a t  a re  connected w i t h  government work.  My j o b  

has enabled me t o  r a i s e  my sons w i t h o u t  hav ing t o  ask f o r  p u b l i c  ass i s t ance  of  any 

k i nd .  I wish  t o  be a b l e  t o  I -e ta in  my independsnt s t a t u s ,  a n d ,  thu : ,  I am w r i t i n g  

t h i s  l e t t e r  r e q u e s t i n g  t h a t  you h e l p  keep t h e  Defense Depot Ogdcn open. 

I b e l i e v e  t h e  good r e c o r d  o f  t he  Depot speaks f o r  i t s e l f .  For  many yea rs  we have 

been No. 1. The Depot i s  a c o s t  e f f e c t i v e ,  e f f i c i e n t ,  smooth-running o p e r a t i o n .  

P lease t a k e  a second l o o k  a t  t h e  s t a t i s t i c s  and records ,  and remove Defense Depot 

Ogden from t h e  Base C losure  l i s t .  

P a t r i c i a  Anderson 





A p r i l  11, 1995 

Dear -- 1 

I am an emp10,yee of Defense Depot Ogden, Utah-a s ingle  parent supporting two sons 

with the  income f r ' m  my job a t  the Depot. I have very much appr-eci'ated having t h i s  

job, and have enjo:yed the benef i ts  t ha t  a r e  connected with govctrnment work. My job 
has enabled me t o  r a i s e  my sons without having t o  ask f o r  pub1 i c  ass i s t ance  of any 

kind. I wish t o  be able t o  re ta in  niy independent s t a t u s ,  and, thus ,  I am writ ing 

t h i s  l e t t e r  requesting t h a t  you help keep the Defense Depot Ogden open. 

I believe the  good record of the Depot speaks f o r  i t s e l f .  For many years we have 

been No. 1. The Depot i s  a  cos t  e f f ec t i ve ,  e f f i c i e n t ,  smooth-running operation.  

Please take a  second look a t  the s t a t i s t i c s  and records, and remove Defense Depot 

Ogden from the Base Closure 1 i s t .  

Pa t r i c i a  Anderson 





A p r i l  11, 1995 

Dear 

I am an employee of  Defense Depot Ogden, Utah-a s i n g l e  pa ren t  suppor t ing  two sons 

w i t h  t h e  income from my j o b  a t  t h e  Depot. I have very  much app rec i a ted  hav ing  t h i s  

job ,  and have en joyed t h e  b e n e f i t s  t h a t  a re  connected w i t h  government work. My j o b  

has enabled me t o  r a i s e  my sons w i t h o u t  hav ing t o  ask f o r  p u b l i c  ass is tance  of  any 

k i n d .  I wish  t o  be a b l e  t o  r e t a i n  my independent s t a t u s ,  arid, thus ,  I am w r i t i n g  

t h i s  l e t t e r  r eques t i ng  t h a t  you h e l p  keep t h e  Defense Depot Ogden open. 

I b e l i e v e  t h e  good r e c o r d  o f  t h e  Depot speaks f o r  i t s e l f .  Fo r  many years  we have 

been No. 1. The D e p ~ t  i s  a  c o s t  e f f e c t i v e ,  e f f i c i e n t ,  smooth-running ope ra t i on .  

P lease t a k e  a  second l o o k  a t  t h e  s t a t i s t i c s  and records,  and remove Defense Depot 

Ogden f rom t h e  Base C losure  l i s t .  

S i nce re l y ,  

R ~ a h  
P a t r i c i a  Anderson 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Cl.osure and Realignment Commission 
1700  North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
~rlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert shield, .and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

Statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the lldepot of choice1' selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU would be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. I 

Why then, has the "number one" depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another llundocumentedll I 

political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts ' 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to cur 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the united States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 

1451 SCOTT CIR. LAYTON,UT 84041-1838 
Address 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
~rlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the lftestingM depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLA1s Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DIA Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
was the only DLA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion spacet 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore. Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

As a member of the community local to Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden (DDOU), I am writing to express my opposition to the 
recommendation for closure. 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Closure would affect over 1200 employees of the depot, as well as 
nearly 1700 tenant employees, and while this may not seem like much 
when compared with some other recommended closures, it could mean an 
impact of over $150 million in lost income, counting only DDOU 
employees and tenants DSDC and DRMO. In a community of mostly minimum 
wage jobs, it could be a real economic disaster. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot which 
has a conscientious, dependable workforce; has proven cost effective to 
operate; is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air shipping; has 
upgraded storage facilities; and also has expansion space available. 

DDOU has an outstanding performance record and has always been a 
leader in saving taxpayer dollars, which is critical to our national 
economy at this time. Additionally, DDOU has an excellent customer 
service record, which combined with its performance and cost efficiency 
should indicate faulty data used in recommending its closure. 

The task of determining if a facility should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, if DDOU is given an 
unbiased evaluation based fairly and completely on the criteria set for 
determining closure, it will become apparent that keeping DDOU open 
will be highly beneficial to our national defense and U.S. missions 
throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully, 

157 &AA."-/ 
Address 

rcZ 
5@+bt/ 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment  omm mission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

As a member of the community local to Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden (DDOU), I am writing to express my opposition to the 
recommendation for closure. 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Closure would affect over 1200 employees of the depot, as well as 
nearly 1700 tenant employees, and while this may not seem like much 
when compared with some other recommended closures, it could mean an 
impact of over $150 million in lost income, counting only DDOU 
employees and tenants DSDC and DRMO. In a community of mostly minimum 
wage jobs, it could be a real economic disaster. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot which 
has a conscientious, dependable workforce; has proven cost effective to 
operate; is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air shipping; has 
upgraded storage facilities; and also has expansion space available. 

DDOU has an outstanding performance record and has always been a 
leader in saving taxpayer dollars, which is critical to our national 
economy at this time. Additionally, DDOU has an excellent customer 
service record, which combined with its performance and cost efficiency 
should indicate faulty data used in recommending its closure. 

The task of determining if a facility should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, if DDOU is given an 
unbiased evaluation based fairly and completely on the criteria set for 
determining closure, it will become apparent that keeping DDOU open 
will be highly beneficial to our national defense and U.S. missions 
throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base ~los'ure List. 

Respectfully, 

9rn! lu sic 

Address 
ca.Y 8+Yi)Lj 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

As a member of the community local to Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden (DDOU), I am writing to express my opposition to the 
recommendation for closure. 

DDOU has co.nsistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Closure would affect over 1200 employees of the depot, as well as 
nearly 1700 tenant employees, and while this may not seem like much 
when compared with some other recommended closures, it could mean an 
impact of over $150 million in lost income, counting only DDOU 
employees and tenants DSDC and DRMO. In a community of mostly minimum 
wage jobs, it could be a real economic disaster. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot which 
has a conscientious, dependable workforce; has proven cost effective to 
operate; is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air shipping; has 
upgraded storage facilities; and also has expansion space available. 

DDOU has an outstanding performance record and has always been a 
leader in saving taxpayer dollars, which is critical to our national 
economy at this time. Additionally, DDOU has an excellent customer 
service record, which combined with its performance and cost efficiency 
should indicate faulty data used in recommending its closure. 

The task of determining if a facility should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, if DDOU is given an 
unbiased evaluation based fairly and completely on the criteria set for 
determining clostire, it will become apparent that keeping DDOU open 
will be highly beneficial to our national defense and U.S. missions 
throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Clogure List. 

Respectfully, 

ame 
& 

PALL, 
Address 









Tue, Apr 1 1,1995 
590 Colchester Road 

Layton, Utah 84404-3492 

Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

I am very busy. I have just bought a house. I have a lawn to put in, a basement to finish, 
landscaping to do and a car to fix. So my time is very precious, and very limited - I don't 
have a lot of time to spend writing letters. But this is an exception. 

I work at the Defense Depot Ogden, and though I am not directly employed by them, I will 
say this - it is one of the more efficient Depots around, (and I have seen a number of them) 
and your initial judgement to close the Depot, I feel, was based on false information 
supplied to you iind slanted statistics. Ogden is central to all the mountain states and can 
and has delivered material to any of the coastal depots within a working day by ground 
(much faster by .air). The statistics used to justify the closing of the Depot were slanted to 
make other depots in the Region look good - much better than they actually are. This is the 
result of a long-standing feud in Region West in which they are trying to outdo Ogden and 
they can't. So, they are using a political approach, presenting biased figures to make 
themselves look better, and to make Ogden look worse. Don't let yourself, and the 
commission, get sucked in to their trap! 

Apply the same standards to Tracy, Stockton, etc., as were used for Ogden, and I believe 
you will find that Ogden is a very efficiently run Depot that would be a mistake to close. 

Sincerely, n 

L 
Ted Steinhorst 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the tttestingw depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLAts Model Installation Program 
and.depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLA Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
was the only DL& depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 

.)' 

h v  &,wA?ql 
Name , r/ 

, . 
,'f6-5L I/ 2 '30'7 .L/ /227,,;, .c;, e27- f&$&P ;p,,+,, 
Address f 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman :( ) [  ! 1 -  
Defense Base Closure and Realignment commission -.. 
1700 North Moore! Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

V 

. Mr. Chairman: 

The recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden, 
UT (DDOU) is of great concern to me and the members of this community, 
as well as the clepot employees and their families. 

', 

In reviewing the information in the DLA Detail Analysis 
supporting their recommendation, we question-the validity of the 
selection based on the criteria requested by your commission. There 
are innumerable areas where the facts and figures don't seem to 
Itadd uptt. 

DDOU has a well-earned reputation for being a cost effective 
and performance efficient depot. It has proven itself time and time 
again in meeting the challenges of mission accomplishment and cost 
savings. 

DDOU has developed, tested, and implemented many computer 
systems and improvements for DLA and DoD. The depot was also 
instrumental in the successful development and implementation of the 
Workforce Certification Program and the use of the ME hand-held 
computer scanners used for inventory and location accuracy. 

Over all, as DDOU1s "track recordl1 is compared to other depots 
and facilities, the facts will speak for themselves. DDOU consistently 
demonstrates high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. How can this history of success and achievement suddenly 
NOT be enough to justify DDOU1s continued existence as a major 
distribution site in DoD? 

Please carefully evaluate the facts. I'm confident you will 
conclude that for the good of our military forces and the people of the 
United States DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

sincerely, 

Address 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

I am writing to express my opposition to the recommendation to 
close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU). As a concerned 
citizen, I am flabbergasted at the distortions of information which 
appear to have been perpetrated in the consideration process which led 
to the closure recommendation. 

The DLA Detailed Analysis, which supposedly explains and justifies 
the selections, contains charts and information which seems to be 
questionable at the very least. One chart, in particular, is a 
comparison analysis of the most economical functioning of a variety of 
combinations of DLA distribution sites. The cost figures printed 
indicate that closing DDOU and Memphis is the most cost efficient 
scenario. However, careful reading of the chart reveals that all 
possible combinations were not investigated. 

Additionally, data for Sharpe Army Depot, Tracy Army Depot, and 
the Rough & Ready Site in the same area of ~alifornia, was combined and 
reviewed as one activity; while the data for the three sites which make 
up DDOU was reviewed as three separate activities. The combination of 
the California sites into one activity made it impossible to review 
each as a separate activity or in alternative combinations with other 
activities that might prove to be more economical than the findings 
published in the Detailed Analysis. 

This combining of data into one activity gave obvious advantage 
to that activity in the area of throughput, a critical data point which 
weighs heavily in the BRAC criteria of military value. Considering 
these activities as one is neither appropriate nor equita.ble for BRAC 
purposes. To be most accurate and fair, BRAC submissions must remain 
descreet by site. 

As you evaluate the closure recommendations and investigate 
questionable criteria, I trust you will conclude, as I have, that DDOU 
should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Address 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman - 

Defense Base Closure and Realignment  omm mission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

As a resident of Utah and the community surrounding Defense 
Distribution Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU), I am concerned by the 
recommendation to close DDOU. 

It has been reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved 
to the west coast and this gives rise to many questions. 

Why was DDOU rated so low this year, when records indicate the 
depot has consistently met or exceeded the criteria set for remaining a 
viable, functioning, low cost facility year after year? 

How can the hazardous materials storage function be moved to 
the west coast when it was originally placed at DDOU in part due to 
californiats restrictions on disposal of such materials? 

Shouldn't we, as Americans, be concerned by the apparent policy 
to put our eggs in two basketsu by locating so many defense supply 
functions on the coasts? Wouldn't it be wiser to retain the most cost 
efficient, strategically located inland sites? DDOU has a demonstrated 
record of cost effectiveness and performance efficiency. It is. 
centrally and uniquely located with access to major highway, rail, and 
air transportation facilities. The climate and environmental 
conditions are well-suited for long-term storage of items such as the 
DEPMEDS container hospitals, whereas coastal climates have proven 
detrimental to this function. 

As you evaluate the closure r e c o n u n e n d a t i o n s  and critersn, 
please consider these issues and the many others raised and send to you 
by members of the community surrounding DDOU. We feel you will come to 
agree with us that DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully, 

d w& 
Name 

4/40 w L/450 5 a  
Address ' 

Roy d- ~ ~ 0 6 7  





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base C!losure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

It is with much concern that I write this letter, since I, like 
many others, have a tendency to believe that Washington wbureaucratstt 
and politicians don't care what the average taxpayer has to say. 
However, there are so many misrepresented facts and so much misleading 
information going around about the recommendation to close Defense 
Distribution Depot Ogden (DDOU) that I decided to find out if my caring 
and writing does matter. 

DDOU has served this and other communities, our military forces, 
,and the taxpayers of Utah and the United States efficiently and cost 
effectively for more than 50 years. In the 60's and 7O8s, DDOU1s 
dedicated, well-educated workforce adopted an aggressive modernization 
program. Leading edge technology was incorporated into the DDOU 
processes and has been maintained to this day. Private sector 
distribution giants came to DDOU to learn the latest technologies, and 
through it all, DDOU remained the leader in DLA distribution in terms 
of efficiency, economy, and customer responsiveness. 

With the kind of record DDOU has demonstrated, it is difficult to 
understand what criteria was used to justify the closure 
recommendation. I realize there is some rather intense fvpolitical 
friction1' between DDOU and the region in the west, but surely the 
decision to close a base should be based on more than that. 

The DLA Detailed Analysis indicates the DDOU Ogden Site was scored 
against one base in the west which combined 3 sites in presenting its 
data. If this is true, the comparison was more than a little out of 
line and unjust. 

You and the BRAC commission will make the decision for or against 
closure. If you investigate this and other allegations of distorted 
data which have been called to your attention in letters and 
newspapers, I feel you will find it is in the best interests of our 
military forces and the taxpayers of the United States to remove DDOU 
from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 

sa7? C d  0 /V 
Address 

1 
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A p r i l  1 2 ,  1995  

M r .  Alan J .  Dixon 
Chairman,  De fense  Base  C l o s u r e  a n d  Rea l i gnmen t  Commission 
1700  N o r t h  Moore S t r e e t  S u i t e  14.25 
A r l i n g t o n ,  V i r g i n i a  22209 

Dear  Mr. Dix.on: 

I w r i t e  you a s  a  c o n c e r n e d  American c i t i z e n ,  and  a s  a.n 
e x p e r i e n c e d  c a r e e r  member of  t h e  d e f e n s e  e s t a b l i s h m e n t .  
My c o n c e r n  i s  d i r e c t e d  a t  t h e  d e c i s i o n  t o  c l o s e ,  p e r h a p s  
t h e  f i n e s t  s u p p l y  f a c i l i t y  i n  t h e  U n i t e d  S t a t e s ,  D e f e n s e  
Depot  Ogden. 

I was p e r s o n . a l l y  i n v o l v e d  i n  t h e  t h r e e  ma jo r   conflict,^ t h e  
U n i t e d  S t a t e s  c o n d u c t e d  d u r i n g  my y e a r s  o f  s e r v i c e .  S e r v i n g  
a s  p i l o t ,  a d l m i n i s t r a t o r  a n d  commander. Europe  1944-1,5: Korea 
1951 -52:  a n d ,  S o u t h e a s t  As i a  1905-67.  Commander o f  De fense  
Depot  Ogden O c t o b e r  1967  t o  O c t o b e r  1971 .  

Dur ing  my y e a r s  i n  S o u t h e a s t  A s i a  I s e r v e d  a s  commander o f  t h e  
a i r c r a f t  mai -n tenance  d i v i s i o n  o f  t h e  3600 M a t e r i a l  Wlng, a n d  
a s  t h e  D i r e c t o r  o f  L o g i s t i c s  f o r  1 3 t h  A i r  F o r c e .  I n  t h e  1965  
p e r i o d ,  we a t t e m p t e d  t o  a c c o m p l i s h  a l l  ma jo r  t y p e  m a i n t e n a n c e  
on a l l  combat a n d  s u p p o r t  a i r c r a f t ,  i n  c o u n t r y ,  a t  Cl-ark A i r  
F o r c e  Base ,  P h i l i p p i n e s .  My s t a f f  i n c r e a s e d  f rom 1 0 5  
p e r s o n n e l  t o  8500 t e c h n i c i o n s  i n  l e s s  t h a n  two months .  T h i s  
c o n c e p t  d e p r i v e d  t h e  combat u n i t s  o f  a i r c r a f t  a n d  p i l o t s  t o  
do t h e  a i r c r a f t  f e r r y  work,  A f t e r  s e v e r a l  months ,  t h i s  
c o n c e p t  was c o n s i d e r e d  i n e f f i c i e n t ,  a n d  f a c i l i t i e s  c a p a b l e  o f  
t o t a l  m a i n t e n a n c e  a n d  s u p p l y  accompl i shmen t  were  p l a n n e d  a n d  
b u i l d i n g  s t a r t e d  t h r o u g h o u t  V i e t  N a m ,  a n d  o t h e r  s t r a t e g i c  
s p o t s .  Both  o f  t h e  s u p p o r t  c o n c e p t s  demanded a  s u p p l y  sy s t em 
t h a t  c o u l d  s u p p l y  n e e d s  i n  g r e a t  q u a n t i t i e s  a n d  i n  a  minimum 
o f  t i m e .  O f  a l l  t h e  a g e n c i e s  u t i l i z e d ,  De fense  Depot Ogden 
s t o o d  a t  t h e  t o p  t h r o u g h o u t  t h e  e n t i r e  c r i t i c a l  p e r i o d .  The 
c a p a b i l i t y  a n d  d e s i r e  t o  a c c o m p l i s h  t h e  m i s s i o n  made Defense  
Depot Ogden a f a v o r i t e  a g e n c y  f o r  a s s i s t a n c e .  

Upon c o m p l e t i o n  o f  my S o u t h e a s t  A s i a  t o u r ,  I was more t h a n  
d e l i g h t e d  a t  b e i n g  s e l e c t e d  a s  commander of De fense  Depot Ogden. 
The d e d i c a t e d  work f o r c e  i n  p l a c e  n e v e r  s lowed  down. We 
c o n t i n u e d  t o  s h i p  o v e r  h a l f  a  m i l l i o n  l i n e  i t e m s  e a c h  a n d  
e v e r y  month,  on t i m e ,  a n d  w i t h  a  t o p  e f f i c i e n c y  r a t i n g .  T h a t  
e f f o r t  i s  s t i l l  i n  b e i n g  t o d a y .  De fense  Depot Ogden r e m a i n s  
a  d e d i c a t e d  l e a d e r  i n  compu te r  a p p l i c a t i o n .  Warehouse a u t o -  
ma t ion  a n d  s h i p p i n g  were  d e v e l o p e d  a t  t h i s  f a c i l i t y ,  a n d  
f u r t h e r  m o d s r n i z a t i o n  f o r  b e s t  e f f i c i e n c y  i s  a  d a i l y  c o n s i d e r a t i o n .  





I n v e n t o  
f o r  t h i  
s i t u a t i  
t h e  v e r  

r y  p rog rams  r e q u i r e  a  minimum o f  p e r s o n n e l  n e c e s s a r y  
s v i t , a l  r e q u i r e m e n t .  The n e e d  t o  "down s i z e t t  when t h e  
on i s  r i g h t  i s  r e a d i l y  r e c o g n i z e d ,  however ,  t o  s e l e c t  
, y  b e a t  t o  d e a c t i v a t e  i s  d i f f i c u l t  t o  u n d e r s t a n d .  

F o r  t h e  good of  o u r  c o u n t r y ,  a n d  t h e  armed f o r c e s  t a s k e d  t o  
m a i n t a i n  o u r  way o f  l i f e ,  i t  i s  e s s e n t i a l  t o  keep  t h i s  
e x c e l l e n t  s u p p l y  a c t i v i t y  i n t a c t .  

S i n c e r e l y ,  

/f2&-~ R o b e r t  B. L ~ d d  d.a~c 
C o l o n e l  ( ~ e t , .  ) USAF 





Mr. Alan 3. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA ,22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient b4 time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm, 
Desert shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the "depot of choiceu selected by many 
Defense service Centers when they have been-given the opportunity to 
chose a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU W O U ~ ~  be around and continue to do its cost-saving, erficient 
job for many years .to come. 

Why then, has the "number onew depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another llundocumentedll 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU t:o continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 
f i  





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Y 

. Mr. Chairman: 

The recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden, 
UT (DDOU) is of great concern to me and the members of this community, 
as well as the depot employees and their families. $I 

In reviewing the information in the DLA Detail Analysis 
supporting their recommendation, we question-the validity of the 
selection based on the criteria requested by your commission. There 
are innumerable areas where the facts and figures donvt seem to 
"add upn. 

DDOU has a well-earned reputation for being a cost effective 
and performance efficient depot. It has proven itself time and time 
again in meeting the challenges of mission accomplishment and cost 
savings. 

DDOU has developed, tested, and implemented many computer 
systems and improvements for DLA and DoD. The depot was also 
instrumental in the successful development and implementation of the 
Workforce Certification Program and the use of the ME hand-held 
computer scanners used for inventory and location accuracy. 

Over all, as DDOUvs "track recordvv is compared to other depots 
and facilities, the facts will speak for themselves. DDOU consistently 
demonstrates high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. How can this history of success and achievement suddenly 
NOT be enough to justify DDOU1s continued existence as a major 
distribution site in DoD? 

Please carefully evaluate the facts. I'm confident you will 
conclude that for the good of our military forces and the people of the 
United States DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

sincerely, 





M r .  A lan  J .  D i x o n ,  Cha i rman  
D e f e n s e  B a s e  C l o s u r e  a n d  R e a l i g n m e n t  Commission 
1 7 0 0  N o r t h  Moore S t r e e t ,  S u i t e  1425  
A r l i n g t o n ,  VA.  22209 

Cha i rman  Dixon  : 

I a m  w r i t i n g  t o  you  n o t  o n l y  as  a c o n c e r n e d  DDOU e m p l o y e e ,  b u t  a l s o  
as a V e t e r a n  a n d  a T a x p a y e r .  I b e l i e v e  t h a t  a g r a v e  i n j u s t i c e  h a s  b e e n  
d o n e  b y  t h e  p l a c i n g  o f  DDOU o n  t h e  b a s e  c l . o s u r e  l i s t .  D e f e n s e  Depot  Ogden 
h a s  s e r v e d  t h i s  c o u n t r y  w e l l .  The s e r v i c e m e n  a n d  s e r v i c e w o m e n  h a v e  
r e c e i v e d  s h i p l n e n t s  f rom DDOU when t h e y  w e r e  n e e d e d .  D u r i n g  c r i s i s  
s i t u a t i o n s  we h a v e  worked a r o u n d  t h e  c l o c k  t o  g e t  t h e  j o b  d o n e .  

I t  i s  n o t  j u s t  t h a t  we h a v e  b e e n  p l a c e d  o n  t h e  c l o s u r e  l i s t  t h a t  
t r o u b 1 . e ~  u s ,  e v e n  t h o u g h  o u r  j o b s  are e x t r e m e l y  i m p o r t a n t  t o  u s .  W e  
b e l i e v e  we c o u l d  s u p p o r t  b a s e  c l o s u r e  a t  DDOU i f  t h e  f a c t s  a n d  f i g u r e s  
r e f l e c t e d  i n  a l l  h o n e s t y  t h a t  DDOU s h o u l d  b e  c l o s e d  f o r  t h e  o v e r a l l .  good 
o f  o u r  G r e a t  C o u n t r y .  However,  w e  d o n ' t  f e e l  a s  i f  a1.l t h e  f a c t s  a n d  
f i g u r e s  h a v e  b e e n  p r e s e n t e d ,  a n d  t h e y  w e r e  o n l y  i n c o m p l e t e  -- b u t  w e r e  p o s s i b l y  
m i s l e a d i n g .  I t  h a s  b e e n  s t a t e d  t i m e  a n d  t i m e  a g a i n  t h a t  BRAC i s  not 
p o l . i t i . c a l l y  d i - r e c t e d .  I n  t h e  c a s e  of DDOIJ w e  f e e l  t h a t  i t  may b e  a  
p o l i t i . c a 1  move t o  s a v e  a n o t h e r  Depot  and  o v e r l o o k  t h e  i m p o r t a n t  f a c t s .  
An i n d e p e n d a n t  s t u d y  i n  1993  p u t  DDOU a s  t h e  number 1 DLA Depot  i n  t h e  
n a t i o n .  The a w a r d s  we h a v e  r e c e i v e d  y e a r  a f t e r  y e a r  r e f l e c t  t h a t  s t a n d i n g .  
Why c l o s e  t h e  b e s t  o f  t h e  b e s t ?  

W e  a l s o  ~ n d c r s i ~ i n d  t h a t  t h e  U.S. Army S u r g e o n  G e n e r a l  I s  o f f ~ c e  
s u g g e s t e d  t h a t  more m e d i c a l  s t o c k  b e  moved t o  DDOU a n d  t h i s  d e p o t  b e  made 
a M e d i c a l  Depot  o f  E x c e l l a n c e .  Look a t  o u r  t r a c k  r e c o r d ,  i t  t e l l s  i t  a l l .  
W e  h a v e  t a k e n  on e v e r y  c h a l l e n g e  D L A  h a s  p r e s e n t e d  u s  with a n d  e x c e l l e d  
i n  m e e t i n g  them a l l .  W e  h a v e  d e s i g n e d ,  t e s t e d ,  a n d  i m p l e m e n t e d  new s y s t e m s .  
new i d e a s ,  new e q u i p m e n t ,  e t c . ,  a n d  b e e n  s u c c e s s f u l  i n  e v e r y  way. Ask 
t h e  c u s t o m e r s  o f  DDOU, t h e  m a n a g i n g  c e n t e r s :  DPSC,DESC,DGSC,DISC,DCSC, 
USAMMA,ETC. The l i s t  g o e s  o n  a n d  o n ,  s o  many s a t i s f i e d  c u s t o m e r s  
c a n n o t  b e  wrong .  The r e i m b u r s a b l e  work l o a d  a t  DDOU i s  s e l f  s u f f i c i e n t ,  
t h e  wages  a n d  o v e r h e a d  are p a i d  b y  t h e  c u s t o m e r .  DLA a c t u a l l y  makes  
money,  o r  s h o u l d  I s a y  saves money t h r o u g h  t h i s  w o r k l o a d .  DDOU, I 
b e l i e v e  i s  t h e  o n l y  DLA d e p o t  t h a t  c a n  a c c o m o d a t e  t h i s  w o r k l o a d  i n  i t s  
e n t i r e t y .  Why s p e n d  more  t a x  d o l l a r s  s p l i t t i n g  t h i s  work u p  a n d  s e n d i n g  
i t  a l l  o v e r  t h e  c o u n t r y ?  The f a c t  i s  a t  DDOU we c o u l d  c o n t i n u e  t o  e x p a n d  
t h i s  w o r k l o a d  w i t h  o u r  s i z e ,  l o c a t i o n ,  a n d  e m p l o y e e  e n t h u s i a s m .  Why 
b u i l d  new b u i l d i n g s  a t  T r a c y / S h a r p e ,  s p e n d i n g  m i l l i o n s  o f  d o l l a r s ,  
when i t  i s  u n n e c e s s a r y ?  

P l e a s e  l o o k  a t  a l l  t h e  f a c t s  a n d  f i g u r e s  a n d  t a k e  t h e  p o l i t i c s  o u t  
o f  B R A C .  I f  t h i s  i s  d o n e  t h e n  t h e  e n d  r e s u l t  w i l l  b e  D e f e n s e  D i s t r i b u t i o n  
Depot  Ogden U t a h  c o n t i n u i n g  a n e c e s s a r y  a n d  v a l u a b l e  s e r v i c e  t o  o u r  G r e a t  
C o u n t r y  b y  coming  o f f  t h e  c l o s u r e  l i s t .  

@,z&Fsd2 K A d  
e n n i s  F.  H a m i l t o n  

5981  S.  2050 W 

Roy,  U t a h  84067 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the.Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

Statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the "depot of choiceIt selected by many 
Defense service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU would be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. 

Why then, has the "number onet1 depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another vundocumentedll 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendati.on for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 

4349 J. c?fL&2d. 
Address 



Ms Gin er M. En berg 8 4329%. 2450 3. 
Roy, UT 84067 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base C1o:sure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 2.2209 

Chairman Dixon: 

As a resident of the community surrounding the Defense 
Distribution Depot Ogden (DDOU), I am concerned by the logic behind the 
recommendation to close the depot. 

It has been reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved to 
a "site on the west coast11 and the justification for this really has me 
puzzled. 

The DLA Detailed Analysis states in its summary that closing DDOU 
would save $21.8 million the 1st year, $20 million the next 4 years, 
and if memory serves, about $8 million a year after that. 

That's incredible! There was a comparison done which took the per 
unit processing costs at DDOU and that same west coast site and 
projected an identical potential workload for FY94 to determine what 
the total cost at each site would be. DDOU1s total costs for the 
potential workload projected to be over $12 million LESS than the exact 
same workload at the west coast site. 

Both sites had the same NSN1s in stock. DDOU could (and can) 
accommodate ALL stock stored at the west coast site without any 
expansion or addition cost to receive it. However, the west coast site 
could not (and still cannot) accommodate all the stock from DDOU 
without building a $17 million BISARS storage complex which is funded 
for construction but has not been started. 

So, where's the logic? If DDOU took over the functions of the 
west coast site, it would save at least $12 million a year in normal 
processing costs, $17 million by not building an unneeded building, and 
probably the same $21 million DLA projects it would save closing DDOU. 
That's $50 million possible in the first year if the west coast site 
were closed instead of DDOU! 

- - 
WHERE'S THE LOGIC? You-and BRAC Commission members must aecide 

which sites to close and which to leave open. If the above figures 
prove to be even close to true, then DDOU should be removed from the 
Base Closure List:. 

Sincerely, 

BRUCE DARL I NGTON 
Name 

140 N. 400 W. 
Cl earf fel  d .  t J t  . 84fl15 

Address 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman : 

The recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden, 
UT (DDOU) is of great concern to me and the members of this community, 
as well as the depot employees and-their families. 

In reviewing the information in the DLA Detail Analysis 
supporting their recommendation, we question the validity of the 
selection based on the criteria requested by your commission. There 
are innumerable areas where the facts and figures don't seem to 
"add up1I. 

DDOU has a well-earned reputation for being a cost effective 
and performance efficient depot. It has proven itself time and time 
again in meeting the challenges of mission accomplishment and cost 
savings. 

DDOU has developed, tested, and implemented many computer 
systems and improvements for DLA and DoD. The depot was also 
instrumental in the successful development and implementation of the 
Workforce Certification Program and the use of the ME hand-held 
computer scanners used for inventory and location accuracy. 

Over all, as DDOU1s Ittrack recordf1 is compared to other depots 
and facilities, the facts will speak for themselves. DDOU consistently 
demonstrates high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. How can this history of success and achievement suddenly 
NOT be enough to justify DDOU1s continued existence as a major 
distribution site in DoD? 

Please carefully evaluate the facts. I'm confident you will 
conclude that for the good of our military forces and the people of the 
United-Stat-es-DDOU should . --- be-removed - - -  from the - - Base - .. Closure List. - 

Sincerely, 

BRI IC E DARL I MGTON 
Name 

1 M. 4n0 W ,  
Clearfield, U t .  84015 

Address 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot:. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the wtestingl' depot for many new 
computer systen~s for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLA1s Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious Dm, Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
was the only DLA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a con.scientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 

Name 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Cl-osure and Realignment commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

As a resident of Utah and the community surrounding Defense 
Distribution Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU), I am concerned by the 
recommendation to close DDOU. 

It has been reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved 
to the west coast and this gives rise to many questions. 

Why was DDOU rated so low this year, when records indicate the 
depot has consistently met or exceeded the criteria set for remaining a 
viable, functioning, low cost facility year after year? 

How can the hazardous materials storage function be moved to 
the west coast when it was originally placed at DDOU in part due to 
California's restrictions on disposal of such materials? 

Shouldn't we, as Americans, be concerned by the apparent policy 
to put Itall our eggs in two basketsu by locating so many defense supply 
functions on the coasts? Wouldn't it be wiser to retain the most cost 
efficient, strategically located inland sites? DDOU has a demonstrated 
record of cost effectiveness and performance efficiency. It is 
centrally and uniquely located with access to major highway, rail, and 
air transportation facilities. The climate and environmental 
conditions are well-suited for long-term storage of items such as the 
DEPMEDS container hospitals, whereas coastal climates have proven 
detrimental to this function. 

As you evaluate the closure recommendations and criteria, 
please consider these issues and the many others raised and send to you 
by members of tlne community surrounding DDOU. We feel you will come to 
agree with us that DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully, 

&&J&& Name 

F4<-/&.g' 
Address 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment commission 
1700 North Moore Street, suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

V 

. Mr. Chairman: 
The recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden, 

UT (DDOU) is of great concern to me and the members of this community, 
as well as the depot employees and their families. 

'. 

In reviewing the information in the DLA petail Analysis 
supporting their recommendation, we q~estion~the validity of the 
selection based on the criteria requested by-,your commission. There 
are innumerable areas where the facts and figures dontt'seem to 
"add upfg. 

DDOU has a well-earned reputation for being e cost effective 
and performance efficient depot. It has proven itself time and time 
again in meeting the challenges of mission accomplishment and cost 
savings. 

DDOU has developed, tested, and implemented many computer 
systems and improvements for DLA and DoD. The depot was also 
instrumental in the successful development and implementation of the 
Workforce Certification Program and the use of the ME hand-held 
computer scanners used for inventory and location accuracy. 

Over all, as DDOU1s "track record" is compared to other depots 
and facilities, the facts will speak for themselves. DDOU consistently 
demonstrates high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. How can this history of success and achievement suddenly 
NOT be enough to justify DDOUts continued existence as a najor 
distribution site in DoD? 

Please carefully evaluate the facts. I'm confident you will 
conclude that for the good of our military forces and the people of the 
United States DDOU should be removed from the Base Clomsure List. 

Sincerely, 

Address 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

V 

. Mr. Chairman: 

The recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden, 
UT (DDOU) is of great concern to me and the members of this community, 
as well as the depot employees and their families. 

\ 

In reviewing the information in the DLA Detail Analysis 
supporting their recommendation, we q~estion~the validity of the 
selection based on the criteria requested by your commission. There 
are innumerable areas where the facts and figures don't seem to 
Itadd uptt. 

DDOU has a well-earned reputation for being a cost effective 
and performance efficient depot. It has proven itself t.ime and time 
again in meeting the challenges of mission accomplishment and cost 
savings. 

DDOU has developed, tested, and implemented many computer 
systems and improvements for DLA and DoD. The depot was also 
instrumental in the successful development and implementation of the 
Workforce Certification Program and the use of the ME hand-held 
computer scanners used for inventory and location accuracy. 

Over all, as DDOU1s "track record" is compared to other depots 
and facilities, the facts will speak for themselves. DDOU consistently 
demonstrates high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. How can this history of success and achievement suddenly 
NOT be enough to justify DDOU1s continued existence as a major 
distribution site in DoD? 

Please carefully evaluate the facts. I'm confident you will 
conclude that for the good of our military forces and the people of the 
United States DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Sincerely, 





M r .  Alan J .  Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base C l o s u r e  and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore S t r e e t ,  S u i t e  1425 
A r l i n g t o n ,  VA. 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

I am w r i t i n g  t o  you not  o n l y  a s  a  concerned DDOU employee,  b u t  a l s o  
a s  a  Ve te ran  and a  Taxpayer.  I b e l i e v e  t h a t  a  g rave  i n j u s t i c e  h a s  been 
done by t h e  p1ac:ing of  DDOU on t h e  b a s e  c l o s u r e  l i s t .  Defense Depot Ogden 
h a s  s e r v e d  t h i s  c o u n t r y  w e l l .  The servicemen and servicewomen have 
r e c e i v e d  shipments  from DDOU when t h e y  were needed. During c r i s i s  
s i t u a t i o n s  w e  have worked around t h e  c l o c k  t o  g e t  t h e  job  done.  

I t  i s  n o t  j u s t  t h a t  we have been p l a c e d  on t h e  c l o s u r e  l i s t  t h a t  
t r o u b l e s  u s ,  even though o u r  jobs  a r e  e x t r e m e l y  impor tan t  t o  u s .  W e  
b e l i e v e  w e  could. s u p p o r t  base  c l o s u r e  a t  DDOU i f  t h e  f a c t s  and f i g u r e s  
r e f l e c t e d  i n  a l l  h o n e s t y  t h a t  DDOU shou ld  be  c l o s e d  f o r  t h e  o v e r a l l .  good 
of o u r  Grea t  Country .  However, w e  d o n ' t  f e e l  a s  i f  al.1 t h e  f a c t s  and -- 
f i g u r e s  have been p r e s e n t e d ,  and t h e y  were o n l y  incomple te  b u t  were poss ib l -y  
m i s l e a d i n g .  I t  h a s  been s t a t e d  t i m e  and t i m e  a g a i n  t h a t  BRAC i s  no t  
p o l - i t i c a l l y  d i r e c t e d .  I n  t h e  c a s e  of DDOU w e  f e e l  t h a t  i t  may be a  
p o l i t i c a l  move t o  s a v e  a n o t h e r  Depot and over look  t h e  impor tan t  f a c t s .  
An independant  s t u d y  i n  1993 p u t  DDOU a s  t h e  number 1 DLA Depot i n  t h e  
n a t i o n .  The awards w e  have r e c e i v e d  y e a r  a f t e r  y e a r  r e f i l e c t  t h a t  s t a n d i n g .  
Why c l o s e  t h e  b e s t  of t h e  b e s t ?  

W e  a l s o  u n d e r s t a n d  t h a t  t h e  U.S. Army Surgeon G e n e r a l ' s  o f f i c e  
s u g g e s t e d  t h a t  more m e d i c a l  s t o c k  be moved t o  DDOU and t h i s  depo t  be made 
a  Medica l  Depot of  E x c e l l a n c e .  Look a t  o u r  t r a c k  r e c o r d ,  i t  t e l l s  i t  a l l .  
W e  have t a k e n  on e v e r y  chal- lenge DLA has  p r e s e n t e d  us  wi-th and e x c e l l e d  
i n  mee t ing  them a l l .  W e  have d e s i g n e d ,  t e s t e d ,  and implemented new sys tems ,  
new i d e a s ,  new equipment ,  e t c . ,  and been s u c c e s s f u l  i n  e v e r y  way. Ask 
t h e  cus tomers  of DDOU, t h e  managing c e n t e r s :  DPSC,DESC,DGSC,DISC,DCSC, 
USAMMA,ETC. The l i s t  goes  on and on ,  s o  many s a t i s f i e d  cus tomers  
cannot  be wrong. The r e i m b u r s a b l e  work l o a d  a t  DDOU i s  s e l f  s u f f i c i e n t ,  
t h e  wages and overhead a r e  p a i d  by t h e  cus tomer .  DLA a c t u a l - l y  makes 
money, o r  shou ld  I s a y  s a v e s  money t h r o u g h  t h i s  workload.  DDOU, I 
b e l i e v e  i s  t h e  o n l y  D1,A depo t  t h a t  can accomodate t h i s  workload i n  i t s  
e n t i r e t y .  Why spend more t a x  d o l l a r s  s p l i t t i n g  t h i s  work up and s e n d i n g  
i t  a l l  o v e r  t h e  c o u n t r y ?  The f a c t  is  a t  DDOU w e  c o u l d  c o n t i n u e  t o  expand 
t h i s  workload w i t h  o u r  s i z e ,  l o c a t i o n ,  and empl-oyee en thus iasm.  Why 
b u i l d  new b u i l d i n g s  a t  Tracy /Sharpe ,  spend ing  m i l l i o n s  of d o l l a r s ,  
when i t  i s  unnecessa ry?  

P l e a s e  l o o k  a t  a l l  t h e  f a c t s  and f i g u r e s  and t a k e  t h e  p o l i t i c s  o u t  
of BRAC. I f  t h i s  i s  done t h e n  t h e  end resu1.t w i l l  be Defense D i s t r i b u t i o n  
Depot Ogden Utah c o n t i n u i n g  a  n e c e s s a r y  and v a l u a b l e  s e r v i c e  t o  o u r  Grea t  
Country  by coming o f f  t h e  c l o s u r e  l i s t .  

R e s p e c t f u l l y  , 

Leonard Haupt 
5614 Meadow Ln. *200 
Ogden, Utah 84403 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

As a resident of Utah and the community surrounding Defense 
Distribution Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU), I am concerned by the 
recommendation to close DDOU. 

It has been reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved 
to the west coast and this gives rise to many questions. 

Why was DDOU rated so low this year, when records indicate the 
depot has consistently met or exceeded the criteria set for remaining a 
viable, functioning, low cost facility year after year? 

How can the hazardous materials storage function be moved to 
the west coast when it was originally placed at DDOU in part due to 
California's restrictions on disposal of such materials? 

ShouldnYt we, as Americans, be concerned by the apparent policy 
to put "all our eggs in two basketsn by locating so many defense supply 
functions on the coasts? Wouldn't it be wiser to retain the most cost 
efficient, strategically located inland sites? DDOU has a demonstrated 
record of cost effectiveness and performance efficiency. It is 
centrally and uniquely located with access to major highway, rail, and 
air transportation facilities. The climate and environmental 
conditions are well-suited for long-term storage of items such as the 
DEPMEDS container hospitals, whereas coastal climates have proven 
detrimental to this function. 

As you evaluate the closure recominendations and criteria, 
please consider these issues and the many others raised and send to you 
by members of the community surrounding DDOU. We feel you will come to 
agree with us that DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully, 

q7flk'- ///)A(, &&&, Jd7 
Address , o ~ w ' * ~  





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 2:2209 

V 

. Mr. Chairman: 

The recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden, 
UT (DDOU) is of great concern to me and the members of this community, 
as well as the depot employees and their families. 

'> 

In reviewing the information in the DLA petail Analysis 
supporting their recommendation, we question-the validity of the 
selection based on the criteria requested by,your commission. There 
are innumerable areas where the facts and figures donlt'seem to 
"add up1'. 

DDOU has a well-earned reputation for being a cost effective 
and performance efficient depot. It has proven itself time and time 
again in meeting the challenges of mission accomplishment and cost 
savings. 

DDOU has developed, tested, and implemented many computer 
systems and improvements for DLA and DoD. The depot was also 
instrumental in the successful development and implementation of the 
Workforce Certification Program and the use of the ME hand-held 
computer scanners used for inventory and location accuracy. 

Over all-, as DDOU1s "track record1' is compared to other depots 
and facilities, the facts will speak for themselves. DDOU consistently 
demonstrates high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. Mow can this history of success and achievement suddenly 
NOT be enough to justify DDOU1s continued existence as a major 
distribution site in DoD? 

Please czarefully evaluate the facts. I'm confident you will 
conc lude  t h a t  f o r  t h e  good o f  o u r  m i l i t a r y  f o r c e s  and the p e o p l e  of  t h e  
United States DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Sincerely, 





n 

Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman : 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

Statistically, DDOU has been reported as tho lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the Ifdepot of choice1' selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU would be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. , 

Why then, has the Ifnumber onen depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another llunciocumentedll # 

political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts * 

and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 

/4/& ~/?#fir/S 0 

Name 

S ~ W  N &//-C/e/d ax 5% 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman : 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense ~istribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the lltestingll depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLA1s Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DIA Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
was the only DLA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space' 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 

935 6 $00 N 74/35 
Address 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

As a member of the community local to Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden (DDCIU), I am writing to express my opposition to the 
recommendation for closure. 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Closure would affect over 1200 employees of the depot, as well as 
nearly 1700 tenant employees, and while this may not seem like much 
when compared with some other recommended closures, it could mean an 
impact of over $150 million in lost income, counting only DDOU 
employees and tenants DSDC and DRMO. In a community of mostly minimum 
wage jobs, it could be a real economic disaster. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot which 
has a conscientious, dependable workforce; has proven cost effective to 
operate; is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air shipping; has 
upgraded storage facilities; and also has expansion space available. 

DDOU has an outstanding performance record and has always been a 
leader in saving taxpayer dollars, which is critical to our national 
economy at this time. Additionally, DDOU has an excellent customer 
service record, which combined with its performance and cost efficiency 
should indicate faulty data used in recommending its closure. 

The task of determining if a facility should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, if DDOU is given an 
unbiased evaluation based fairly and completely on the criteria set for 
determining closure, it will become apparent that keeping DDOU open 
will be highly beneficial to our national defense and U.S. missions 
throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully, 

Name 

/ J p o d  i j a m  L f l q , /  
Address 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1 7 0 0  North Moore Street, Suite 1 4 2 5  
Arlington, V.A 2 2 2 0 9  

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient de;?ot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the "testing" depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected\at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for D m ' s  Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLA Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
was the only DLA depot to receive that award. 
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It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a c:onscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space' 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the . - 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 

/ 

i 
Na 5,M '&<2&~d ,  
Address 
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Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment  omm mission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman : 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

Statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the "depot of choice" selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU would be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. * 

Why then, has the Ifnumber oneH depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another nundocumented" I 

political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts ' 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Address 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

After reading the articles and letters appearing in our local 
newspaper, I am writing to add my feelings of concern to those 
expressed by other members of this community about the recommendation 
to close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden (DDOU). 

DDOU has a well-earned reputation for being a cost effective and 
performance efficient depot. The depot is strategically located at a 
cross roads of major interstate highways, north-south and east-west, 
and has immediate access to major rail and air transportation 
facilities. 

DDOU has a record of excellent customer service and fast, 
efficient, cost effective delivery. Defense Service Centers, such as 
DISC, DESC, and DCSC, have written ucustomer endorsementsv expressing 
preference of DDOU as the distribution site to process their workloads. 
Unfortunately, the Service Centers are frequently not allowed to select 
the most cost efficient depot. Statements have been made by Service 
Center personnel that the Commander at Region West has intentionally 
diverted work assigned to DDOU to the west coast in an attempt to 
decrease DDOU1s workload and raise its Unit Cost. If it's true, and 
some DDOU workload figures in FY94 indicate it could be, it should be 
thoroughly investigated and the facts taken into any closure 
considerations. 

The Peat Marwick study commissioned by DLA provided an analysis 
which established that DDOU functioning as a Primary Distribution Site 
was the most economical structure to support DLA's overall distribution 
mission. Why were the conclusions of this extensive and costly study 
ignored by D L ,  after they commissioned it? What happened to the need 
to save taxpayer dollars and still provide the best service possible to 
our defense forces and other customers? 

Please evaluate the facts and for the good of our military forces 
and the people of the United States remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Sincerely, 

Name 

Address 
LljrL f &"P6JJ u - t r  L L  R ' Y W /  





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the "testingtt depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLAts Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLA Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
was the only DLA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to ope:rate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has e,xpansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 

Name 

Address 





Mr. Alan J. ~ixon, chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

The recommendation to close Defense ~istribution Depot Ogden, 
UT (DDOU) is of great concern to me and the members of this community, 
as well as the depot employees and their families. 

In reviewing the information in the DLA Detail Analysis 
supporting their recommendation, we question the validity of the 
selection based on the criteria requested by your commission. There 
are innumerable areas where the facts and figures dontt seem to 
Itadd upu. 

DDOU has a well-earned reputation for being a cost effective 
and performance efficient depot. It has proven itself time and time 
again in meeting the challenges of mission accomplishment and cost 
savings. 

DDOU has developed, tested, and implemented many computer 
systems and improvements for DLA and DoD. The depot was also 
instrumental in the successful development and implementation of the 
Workforce Certi.fication Program and the use of the ME hand-held 
computer scanne,rs used for inventory and location accuracy. 

Over all, as DDOUts "track recordN is compared to other depots 
and facilities, the facts will speak for themselves. DDOU consistently 
demonstrates high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. How can this history of success and achievement suddenly 
NOT be enough to justify DDOUts continued existence as a major 
distribution site in DoD? 

Please carefully evaluate the facts. I'm confident you will 
conclude that for the good of our military forces and the people of the 
United States DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Sincerely, 

Name 0 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment commission 
1700 North Moore Street, suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 
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, Mr. Chairman: 

The recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden, 
UT (DDOU) is of great concern to me and the members of this community, 
as well as the depot employees and their families. 
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In reviewing the information in the DLA petail Analysis 
supporting their recommendation, we question3the validity of the 
selection based on the criteria requested by-,your commission. There 
are innumerable areas where the facts and figures dontt'seem to 
Itadd upvt. 
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DDOU has a well-earned reputation for being a cost effective 
and performance efficient depot. It has proven itself time and time 
again in meeting the challenges of mission accomplishment and cost 
savings. 

DDOU has developed, tested, and implemented many computer 
systems and improvements for DLA and DoD. The depot was also 
instrumental in the successful development and implementation of the 
Workforce Certification Program and the use of the ME hand-held 
computer scanners used for inventory and location accuracy. 

Over all, as DDOUts "track recordtt is compared to other depots 
and facilities, the facts will speak for themselves. DDOU consistently 
demonstrates high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. How can this history of success and achievement suddenly 
NOT be enough to justify DDOU1s continued existence as a major 
distribution site in DoD? 

Please carefully evaluate the facts. I'm confident you will 
conclude that for the good of our military forces and the people of the 
United States DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Sincerely, 

Name 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

As a resident of the community surrounding the Defense 
Distribution Depot Ogden (DDOU), I am concerned by the behind the 
recommendation to close the depot. 

It has been reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved to 
a "site on the west coastu and the justification for this really has me 
puzzled. 

The DLA Detailed Analysis states in its summary that closing DDOU 
would save $21.8 million the 1st year, $20 million the next 4 years, 
and if memory serves, about $8 million a year after that. 

That's incredible! There was a comparison done which took the per 
unit processing costs at DDOU and that same west coast site and 
projected an identical potential workload for FY94 to determine what 
the total cost at each site would be. DDOU1s total costs for the 
potential workload projected to be over $12 million LESS than the exact 
same workload at the west coast site. 

Both sites had the same NSN's in stock. DDOU could (and can) 
accommodate ALL stock stored at the west coast site without any 
expansion or addition cost to receive it. However, the west coast site 
could not (and still cannot) accommodate all the stock from DDOU 
without building a $17 million BISARS storage complex which is funded 
for construction but has not been started. 

So, where's the logic? If DDOU took over the functions of the 
west coast site, it would save at least $12 million a year in normal 
processing costs, $17 million by not building an unneeded building, and 
probably the same $21 million DLA projects it would save closing DDOU. 
That's $50 million possible in the first year if the west coast site 
were closed instead of DDOU! 

WHERE'S THE LOGIC? You and BRAC Commission members must decide 
which sites to close and which to leave open. If the above figures 
prove to be even close to true, then DDOU should be removed from the 
Base Closure List. 

Sincerely, 

L77 LC). d v o o  /[/. 
Address 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

Statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the "depot of choiceN selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU would be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. 

Why then, has the "number onett depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another ttundocumented~ 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 
/7 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

After reading the articles and letters appearing in our local 
newspaper, I am writing to add my feelings of concern to those 
expressed by other members of this community about the recommendation 
to close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden (DDOU). 

DDOU has a well-earned reputation for being a cost effective and 
performance efficient depot. The depot is strategically located at a 
cross roads of major interstate highways, north-south and east-west, 
and has immediate access to major rail and air transportation 
facilities. 

DDOU has a record of excellent customer service and fast, 
efficient, cost effective delivery. Defense Service Centers, such as 
DISC, DESC, and DCSC, have written "customer endorsements" expressing 
preference of DIIOU as the distribution site to process their workloads. 
Unfortunately, the Service Centers are frequently not allowed to select 
the most cost efficient depot. Statements have been made by Service 
Center personnel that the Commander at ~egion West has intentionally 
diverted work assigned to DDOU to the west coast in an attempt to 
decrease DDOU1s workload and raise its Unit Cost. If it's true, and 
some DDOU workload figures in FY94 indicate it could be, it should be 
thoroughly investigated and the facts taken into any closure 
considerations. 

The Peat Marwick study commissioned by DLA provided an analysis 
which established that DDOU functioning as a primary ~istribution site 
was the most economical structure to support DLA1s overall distribution 
mission. Why were the conclusions of this extensive and costly study 
ignored by DLA after they commissioned it? What happened to the need 
to save taxpayer dollars and still provide the best service possible to 
our defense forces and other customers? 

Please evaluate the facts and for the good of our military forces 
and the people of the United States remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Sincerely, 

Name 

I 





Mr. Alan J. Di,xon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU). 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the tltestingll depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLA's Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the yea.rs the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious D L 1  Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
wds the only D:LA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you w i l l  agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 





Mr. Alan J. Di.xon, Chairman 
Defense Base Cllosure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense ~istribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the "testing" depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLA's Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DL\ Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
was the only D m  depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that: keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 

N a m e  
/1 /" 
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Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
  om mission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU). 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the "testing" depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLA1s Model Installation Program 
- and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DL& Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
wds the only D:LA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

chairman Dixon: 

As a resident of Utah and the community surrounding Defense 
Distribution Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU), I am concerned by the 
recommendation to close DDOU. 

It has been reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved 
to the west coast and this gives rise to many questions. 

Why was DDOU rated so low this year, when records indicate the 
depot has consistently met or exceeded the criteria set for remaining a 
viable, functioning, low cost facility year after year? 

How can .the hazardous materials storage function be moved to 
the west coast w'hen it was originally placed at DDOU in part due to 
California's restrictions on disposal of such materials? 

Shouldnl.t we, as Americans, be concerned by the apparent policy 
to put Itall our eggs in two baskets1' by locating so many defense.supply 
functions on the coasts? Wouldn't it be wiser to retain the most cost 
efficient, strategically located inland sites? DDOU has a demonstrated 
record of cost effectiveness and performance efficiency. It is 
centrally and'uniquely located with access to major highway, rail, and 
air transportation facilities. The climate and environmental 
conditions are well-suited for long-term storage of items such as the 
DEPMEDS container hospitals, whereas coastal climates have proven 
detrimental to this function. 

As you evaluate the closure recommendations and criteria, 
please consider these issues and the many others raised and send to you 
by members of the community surrounding DDOU. We feel you will come to 
agree with us that DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

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

Respectfully, 

Name 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot, It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLA1s Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLA Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
was the only DLA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. - - - -  - _ C  -_ 
/ 

Respectfully, 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

As a resident of Utah and the community surrounding Defense 
Distribution Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU), I am concerned by the 
recommendation to close DDOU. 

It has been reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved 
to the west coast and this gives rise to many questions. 

Why was DDOU rated so low this year, when records indicate the 
depot has consistently met or exceeded the criteria set for remaining a 
viable, functioning, low cost facility year after year? 

How can the hazardous materials storage function be moved to 
the west coast when it was originally placed at DDOU in part due to 
California's restrictions on disposal of such materials? 

Shouldn't we, as Americans, be concerned by the apparent policy 
to put "all our eggs in two basketsn by locating so many defense supply 
functions on the coasts? Wouldn't it be wiser to retain the most cost 
efficient, strategically located inland sites? DDOU has a demonstrated 
record of cost effectiveness and performance efficiency. It is 
centrally and uniquely located with access to major highway, rail, and 
air transportation facilities. The climate and environmental 
conditions are well-suited for long-term storage of items such as the 
DEPMEDS container hospitals, whereas coastal climates have proven 
detrimental to this function. 

As you evaluate the closure recommendations and criteria, 
please consider these issues and the many others raised and send to you 
by members of the community surrounding DDOU. We feel you will come to 
agree with us t.hat DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully, 

Address 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the 'gtestingll depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLA's Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLA Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
was the only DLA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 

4/& ? 3 /(q@,Q&J -d/ 
Address . , 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment commission 
1700 North Moore Street, suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

V 

Mr. chairman: 

The recommendation to close Defense ~istribution Depot Ogden, 
UT (DDOU) is of great concern to me and the members of this community, 
as well as the depot employees and their families. 

\ 

In reviewing the information in the DLA Detail Analysis 
supporting their recommendation, we question3the validity of the 
selection based on the criteria requested by your commission. There 
are innumerable areas where the facts and figures don't seem to 
"add upv1. 

DDOU has a well-earned reputation for being a cost effective 
and performance efficient depot. It has proven itself time and time 
again in meeting the challenges of mission accomplishment and cost 
savings. 

DDOU has developed, tested, and implemented many computer 
systems and improvements for DLA and DoD. The depot was also 
instrumental in the successful development and implementation of the 
Workforce certification Program and the use of the ME hand-held 
computer scanners used for inventory and location accuracy. 

Over all, as DDOUvs "track recordvt is compared to other depots 
and facilities, the facts will speak for themselves. DDOU consistently 
demonstrates high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. How can this history of success and achievement suddenly 
NOT be enough to justify DDOUvs continued existence as a major 
distribution site in DoD? 

Please carefully evaluate the facts. I'm confident you will 
conclude that for the good of our military forces and the people of the 
United States DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Sincerely, 

qd s /u J(' L C. -LdL/ 
Address 





Mr. Alan J. ~ixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

After reading the articles and letters appearing in our local 
newspaper, I am writing to add my feelings of concern to those 
expressed by other members of this community about the recommendation 
to close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden (DDOU). 

DDOU has a well-earned reputation for being a cost effective and 
performance efficient depot. The depot is strategically located at a 
cross roads of major interstate highways, north-south and east-west, 
and has immediate access to major rail and air transportation 
facilities. 

DDOU has a record of excellent customer service and fast, 
efficient, cost effective delivery. Defense Service Centers, such as 
DISC, DESC, and DCSC, have written "customer endorsementsN expressing 
preference of DDOU as the distribution site to process their workloads. 
Unfortunately, t.he Service Centers are frequently not allowed to select 
the most cost efficient depot. Statements have been made by Service 
Center personnel that the Commander at Region West has intentionally 
diverted work assigned to DDOU to the west coast in an attempt to 
decrease DDOU's workload and raise its Unit Cost. If it's true, and 
some DDOU workload figures in FY94 indicate it could be, it should be 
thoroughly investigated and the facts taken into any closure 
considerations. 

The Peat Marwick study commissioned by DLA provided an analysis 
which established that DDOU functioning as a Primary Distribution site 
was the most economical structure to support DLA1s overall distribution 
mission. Why were the conclusions of this extensive and costly study 
ignored by DLA after they commissioned it? What happened to the need 
to save taxpayer dollars and still provide the best service possible to 
our defense forces and other customers? 

Please evaluate the facts and for the good of our military forces 
and the people of the United States remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Sincerely, 

w 

gOg7 2 L/q/ir.C Cd, 
Address 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moor~e Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

V 

Mr. Chairman: 

The reclommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden, 
UT (DDOU) is of great concern to me and the members of this community, 
as well as the depot employees and their families. 

\ 

In reviewing the information in the DLA Detail Analysis 
supporting their recommendation, we question-the validity of the 
selection based on the criteria requested by your commission. There 
are innumerable areas where the facts and figures don't seem to 
laadd upv1. 

DDOU has a well-earned reputation for being a cost effective 
and performance efficient depot. It has proven itself time and time 
again in meeting the challenges of mission accomplishment and cost 
savings. 

DDOU has developed, tested, and implemented many computer 
systems and improvements for DLA and DoD. The depot was also 
instrumental in the successful development and implementation of the 
Workforce Certification Program and the use of the ME hand-held 
computer scanners used for inventory and location accuracy. 

Over all, as DDOU1s "track recordt1 is compared to other depots 
and facilities, the facts will speak for themselves. DDOU consistently 
demonstrates high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. How can this history of success and achievement suddenly 
NOT be enough to justify DDOU1s continued existence as a major 
distribution site in DoD? 

Please carefully evaluate the facts. I'm confident you will 
conclude that for the good of our military forces and the people of the 
united States DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Sincerely, 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, suite 1425 
~rlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU). 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

Statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in D L n  and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the "depot of choiceN selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU would be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. 

Why then, has the "number onen depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another llundocumentedN 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces an'd dollar savings to the taxpayers of the united States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Name 
PJ$J& &~r:$~g- 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

As a resident of the community surrounding the Defense 
Distribution Depot Ogden (DDOU), I am concerned by the logic behind the 
recommendation to close the depot. 

It has been reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved to 
a "site on the west coast1' and the justification for this really has me 
puzzled. 

The DLA Detailed Analysis states in its summary that closing DDOU 
would save $21.8 million the 1st year, $20 million the next 4 years, 
and if memory serves, about $8 million a year after that. 

That's incredible! There was a comparison done which took the per 
unit processing costs at DDOU and that same west coast site and 
projected an identical potential workload for FY94 to det.ermine what 
the total cost at each site would be. DDOUts total costs for the 
potential workload projected to be over $12 million LESS than the exact 
sane workload at the west coast site, . . - 

Both sites had the same NSN's in stock. DDOU could (and can) 
accommodate ALL stock stored at the west coast site without any 
expansion or addition cost to receive it. However, the west coast site 
could not (and still cannot) accommodate all the stock from DDOU 
without building a $17 million BISARS storage complex which is funded 
for construction but has not been started. 

So, where's the logic? If DDOU took over the functions of the 
west coast site, it would save at least $12 million a year in normal 
processing costs, $17 million by not building an unneeded building, and 
probably the same $21 million DLA projects it would save closing DDOU. 
That's $50 million possible in the first year if the west coast site 
were closed instead of DDOU! 

WHERE'S THE LOGIC? You and BRAC Commission members must decide 
which sites to close and which to leave open. If the above figures 
prove to be even close to true, then DDOU should be removed from the 
Base Closure List. 

Sincerely, 





Mr. Alan J. ~ixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
 omm mission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, Vl' (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
42Essca, -?sl;rX the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the "testingt1 depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLAts Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLA Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
was the only DLA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 

Name 





A p r i l  11, 1995 

Dear ~ h c ~ ; v y n ~ b  , ~ / L C P ~  S. ,O/;tc).rw 

As an employee o f  Defense Depot Ogden, Utah, and t h e  s o l e  suppor t  of t h r e e  

c h i l d r e n ,  I am r e a l l y  concerned about  t h e  proposed c l o s u r e  o f  t h e  Depot. The 

Depot i s  known f o r  i t s  exce l l ence  and t i m e l y  d e l i v e r y  o f  goods, and we p r i d e  

ou rse l ves  on o u r  e x c e l l e n t  record .  We have proven t ime  ancl t i m e  aga in  t h a t  we 

can accompl ish whatever m i ss i on  we a r e  g iven .  

C l o s i n g  t h e  Depot w i l l  p u t  many households such as mine i n  jeopardy,  and cause us 

t o  n o t  be s e l f - . s u f f i c i e n t .  Thank you i n  advance f o r  any h e l p  you can g i v e  us 

i n  sav ing  Defense Depot Ogden f rom c losure .  

S i nce re l y ,  

Ruth Montoya 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Cllosure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the "testingn depot for many new 
computer syste.ms for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented th:roughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU the test facility for DLAts Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLil Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
was the only DIA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 

L d '  

ame 
&Ad; /I  $41 





Mr. Alan J. Di.xon, Chairman 
Defense Base Cllosure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, U'T (DDOU). 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the "testingn depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLAts Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLA Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
was the only DIA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully , 

' I 

G%~Q UP?{ 5925 s d k  
Address 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU). 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce whic:h has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the lltestingll depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLA1s Model Installation Program 
and depot empl.oyee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DIA Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
wds the only DLA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 

2 f4 /YrJ y-&fl 
Address ., ! 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
 omm mission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU). 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the tltesting'f depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLA1s Model Installation Program 
and depot empl-oyee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DIA Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
wds the only DLA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a cc!nscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will, agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, IJ!C (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consiskently bee11 a cost effective and perfonnance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and t.he humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over t.he years DDOU has been the "testing" depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS cu.rrently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLAts Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLIA Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
wds the only DLA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a canscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate rhe 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU). 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the "testingI1 depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLA1s Model Installation Program 
- and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLA Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
wds the only DLA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 

&?&,&, 

Name ,K 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, IJT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consistently been .a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the "testingI1 depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLA1s Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLIA Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
wds the only DlLA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
 omm mission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, [IT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consis-kently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce whic:h has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and t.he humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over t.he years DDOU has been the tttestingtt depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS cu.rrently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLAts Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLA Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
wds the only DLA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will. agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 

5-.9'93-& /obJ ,s* 
Address 





Mr. Alan 3. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

It is with much concern that I write this letter, since I, like 
many others, have a tendency to believe that Washington MbureaucratsN 
and politicians don't care what the average taxpayer has to say. 
However, there are so many misrepresented facts and so much misleading 
information going around about the recommendation to close Defense 
Distribution Depot Ogden (DDOU) that I decided to find out if my caring 
and writing does matter. 

DDOU has served this and other communities, our military forces, 
"and the taxpayers of Utah and the United States efficiently and cost 
effectively for more than 50 years. In the 60's and 70ts, DDOUts 
dedicated, well-educated workforce adopted an aggressive modernization 
program. Leading edge technology was incorporated into the DDOU 
processes and hiss been maintained to this day. Private sector 
distribution giisnts came to DDOU to learn the latest technologies, and 
through it all, DDOU remained the leader in DLA distribution in terms 
of efficiency, economy, and customer responsiveness. 

With the kind of record DDOU has demonstrated, it is difficult to 
understand what criteria was used to justify the closure 
recommendation. I realize there is some rather intense "political 
frictiontt between DDOU and the region in the west, but surely the 
decision to close a base should be based on more than that. 

The DLA Detailed Analysis indicates the DDOU Ogden Site was scored 
against one base in the west which combined 3 sites in presenting its 
data. If this is true, the comparison was more than a little out of 
line and unjust. 

You and the BRAC commission will make the decision for or against 
closure. If you investigate this and other allegations of distorted 
data which have been called to your attention in letters and 
newspapers, I feel you will find it is in the best interests of our 
military forces and the taxpayers of the United States to remove DDOU 
from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 

-33 \ 
Name 

/uL € 
Address 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

The recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden, 
UT (DDOU) is of great concern to me and the members of t.his community, 
as well as the depot employees and their families. 

In reviewing the information in the DLA Detail Analysis 
supporting their recommendation, we question the validity of the 
selection based on the criteria requested by your commission. There 
are innumerable areas where the facts and figures don't seem to 
"add upH. 

DDOU has a well-earned reputation for being a cost effective 
and performance efficient depot. It has proven itself time and time 
again in meeting the challenges of mission accomplishment and cost 
savings. 

DDOU has developed, tested, and implemented many computer 
systems and improvements for DLA and DoD. The depot was also 
instrumental in the successful development and implementation of the 
Workforce Certification Program and the use of the ME hand-held 
computer scanners used for inventory and location accuracy. 

Over all, as DDOUts "track record" is compared to other depots 
and facilities, the facts will speak for themselves. DDOU consistently 
demonstrates high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. How can this history of success and achievement suddenly 
NOT be enough to justify DDOU's continued existence as a major 
distribution site in DoD? 

Please c:arefully evaluate the facts. I'm confident you will 
conclude that for the good of our military forces and the people of the 
United States DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Sincerely, 

Name 





Mr. Alan J. Di:xon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU). 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the "testingn depot for many new 
computer systerns for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLA's Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLA Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
was the only DIA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 





Mr. Alan J. Di:~on, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment  omm mission 
1700 North Moore Street, suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman gixon: . j [ 
2. . I '  , 1 1 ,  

As a r~esident of Utph an 
~istribution D~epot Ogden, UT (DDOU) ," I am c 
recommendation to close DDOU. 

It has been reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved 
to the west coast and this gives rise to many questions. 

Why was DDOU rated so low this year, when records indicate the 
depot has consistently met or exceeded the criteria set for remaining a 
viable, functioning, low cost facility year after year? 

How can .the hazardous materials storage function be moved to 
the west coast when it was originally placed at DDOU in par: due to 
California's restrictions on disposal of such materials? 

Shouldn't we, as Americans, be concerned by the apparent poiic). 
to put "all our eggs in two baskets" by locating so many defense supply 
functions on the coasts? Wouldn't it be wiser to retain the most cost 
efficient, strategically located inland sites? DDOU has a demonstrateZ 
record of cost effectiveness and performance efficiency. It is 
centrally and uniquely located with access to major highway, rail, end 
air transportation facilities. The climate and environmental 
conditions are well-suited for long-term storage of items such as the 
DEPMEDS container hospitals, whereas coastal climates have proven 
detrimental to this function. 

A s  you evaluate the closure recommendations 2nd criteria, 
please consider these issues and the many others raised and send to you 
by members of the community surrounding'&DDOU. We feel you will come to 
agree with us that DDOU shquld be removed from the Base Closure List. 

i I rTr. !. ' 

~es~ectfully 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the "testing1' depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLA1s Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLA Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
was the only DLA, depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: l 

I 

As a resident of Utah and the community surrounding Defense 
Distribution Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU), I am concerned by the 
recommendation to close DDOU. 

It has been reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved 
to the west coast and this gives rise to many questions. 

Why was D,DOU rated so low this year, when records indicate the 
depot has consistently met or exceeded the criteria set for remaining a 
viable, functioning, low cost facility year after year? 

How can the hazardous materials storage function be moved to 
the west coast when it was originally places at DDOG in part due to 
California's restrictions on disposal of such materials? 

Shouldn't we, as Americans, be concerned by the apparent policy 
to put "all our eggs in two baskets" by locating so many defense supply 
functions on the coasts? Wouldn't it be wiser to retain the nost cost 
efficient, strategically located inland sites? DDOU has a demonstrated 
record of cost effectiveness and performance efficiency. It is 
centrally and uniquely located with access to major highway, rail, end 
air transportation facilities. The climate and environmental 
conditions are well-suited for long-term storage of items such as the 
DEPMEDS container hospitals, yhereas coastal climates have proven 
detrimental to this function. 1 

As you evaluate the closure recommendations ant3 criteria, 
please considsir these issues and the many others raised and send to you 
by members of the community surrounding DDOU. We feel you will come to 
agree with us that DDOU should be removed from s c  the , Base Closure List. 

~es~eotfuil~, 

e 
/pCL/S* Y&& 
Address 





Mr. Alan Dixon , Chairman 
Defense Bast? Closure , and Realignment Co~mmiss~on 
1700 North Moore Street , Suite 1425 
Arlington , Va. 22209 

Chairman Dixon 

I am currently employed at D D 0 U. The employees at DDO TAKE PRIDE. in the work they 
do and would lilte to continue to do so. I think record for support past and prc?sent speaks for 
itself. We work hard long to see our customers are served as quickly and pr~fess~ionally as 
possible. 
DDOU is located in a very valuable geographic area. It is suited perfectly for the Deployable 

Medical Units. We do r;ot have the high humid , salty air of the East, and iiqd83st Coasts. 
With Hill AFB within 20 miles we have a good hook up for air transportation .We also have a rail 
head with a line running to Hill AFB. 
It is my understanding that the Tracy Clepot could not ship or recive anything for ISIVE DAYS 

after the rains \&lashed out a bridge Is it smart to have the only other back c:r, the other COAST. 
DCOU'S distribution service, customer support, and humanitarian relief is of excellent quality 

and offers U.S. 'taxpayers an exceptional " Real Dollar " savings year after y,ear, rather than 
adding to our already high national debt. 
In an independent study of all DAL depots, conducted by Peat, Marwick Ass. in "193, DDOU 

is CLEARLY IDENTIFIED AS THE DEPOT WHICH " REPRESENTS THE \I1I'I:SEST USE 
OF TAX DOLLARS " and " PROVIDES THE BEST SERVICE OF ANY DEP(3'r IN THE NATION. 
If DDOU has consistently been rated as the best and most cost efficient depot in the nation, 

why has it been recommended for closure? 
In reviewing the information in the DLA Detail Analysis supporting their reoommendation: we 

question the validity of the selection. There are innumerable areas where thle facts and figures 
don't seem to "ADD UP". 
Over all, as DDOU'S "track record" is compared to other depots and facilities, the facts will 

will speak for themselves. DDOU consistently demonstrates high work quality, prclductivity, 
customer service, and satisfaction. HOW can this history of success, and acli~evernent suddenly 
NOT be enough to justify DDOU'S continued existence as a major distributi~::)n site 
Please carefully evaluate the facts. I am sure you .will agree that for the gol:,tj of the military, 

and the people CIDOU should be removed from the BASE CLOSURE LIST. 

Sincerelv 

748 Crest\/iew 
Tooele LJT. 
84074-071 1 





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

The DDO has been a big part of Utah for 53 years. With its reputation for reliability, 
quality and econornic standards, I find it hard to believe that it is even being considered for a 
base closure. 

As a concerned citizen, and resident of northern Utah we are writing in support of 
keeping the base open. We are also asking for your support in recognizing, the positive aspects 
of the base's outstamding reputation. 

It would be: a disaster to allow a base such as the DDO to be closed, because Utah does 
not have the clout of other states. 

Sincerely, 

Dave & Susan Cowan 
1 15 1 E. Crescent Circle 
Layton, Ut 84040 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and ~ealignment  omm mission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

chairman ~ixon: 

I would like to take this opportunity to express my concern 
with regard to the recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot 
Ogden, UT (DDOU). The people of this community, as well as depot 
employees and their families, are certainly feeling the sting of DLA1s 
recommendation. 

We are concerned because we feel DDOU provides a necessary 
service to all.?mericans and many nations of the free world. The 
distribution service, customer support, and humanitarian relief 
provided by DDOU is of excellent quality and offers U.S. taxpayers an 
exceptional "Real Dollarn savings year after year, rather than adding 
to our already astronomically high national debt. 

In an independent study of all D L ,  depots, conducted by Peat, 
Marwick Associates in 1993, DDOU is clearly identified as the depot 
which "represents the wisest use of tzxpayer dollars1 and "provides the 
best service of any depot in the entire nation1'. 

If DDOU has consistently been rated as the best and most cost 
efficient depot in the nation, why has it been recommended for closure? 
What really is the rational behind the recommendation? 

Major General Farrell is reported to have told the BRAC 
~omrnission that DLA1s goal is to place all our nation's defense support 
structure on the coastal seaboards. Was this the rational behind the 
recommendation t:o close DDOU? 

Historic:ally, DoD has placed major storage and repair depots 
inland to keep them from "harms wayw and out of easy reach of open sea 
lanes. From this standpoint, and in view cf DDOU1s demonstrated 
excellent work ethic, customer service record, and ability to provide 
real dollars savings to taxpayers, please help us provide a more secure 
future of freedom for all ~mericans by removing DDOU from the Base 
Closure List. 

Sincerely, 

Name 

J a n  Y / , +a a 
/ 

Address /- 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, chairman 
Defense Base Closure and ~ealignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

As a resident of Utah and the community surrounding Defense 
~istribution Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU), I am concerned by the 
recommendation to close DDOU. 

It has been reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved 
to the west coast and this gives rise to many questions. 

why was DDOU rated so low this year, when records indicate the 
depot has consistently met or exceeded the criteria-set for remaining a 
viable, functioning, low cost facility year after year? 

How can the hazardous materials storage function be moved to 
the west coast when it was originally placed at DDOU in part due to 
~alifornia's restrictions on disposal of such materials? 

Shouldn't we, as Americans, be concerned by the apparent policy 
to put "all our eggs in two basketsn by locating so many defense supply 
functions on the coasts? Wouldn't it be wiser to retain the most cost 
efficient, strategically located inland sites? DDOU has a demonstrated 
record of cost effectiveness and performance efficiency. It is 
centrally and uniquely located with access to major highway, rail, and 
air transportation facilities. The climate and environmental 
conditions are well-suited for long-term storage of items such as the 
DEPMEDS container hospitals, whereas coastal climates have proven 
detrimental to this function. 

As you evaluate the closure recommendations and criteria, 
please consider these issues and the many others raised and send to you 
by members of the community surrounding DDOU. We feel you will come to 
agree with us that DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully, 

IJ h7 
Address 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

As a resident of Utah and the community surrounding Defense 
Distribution Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU), I am concerned by the 
recommendation to close DDOU. 

It has been reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved 
to the west co'ast and this gives rise to many questions. 

Why was DDOU rated so low this year, when records indicate the 
depot has consistently met or exceeded th'e criteria set for remaining a 
viable, functioning, low cost facility year after year? 

How can the hazardous materials storage function be moved to 
the west coast when it was originally placed at DDOU in part due to 
California's restrictions on disposal of such materials? 

Shouldn't we, as Americans, be concerned by the apparent policy 
to put "all our eggs in two basketsw by locating so many defense supply 
functions on the coasts? Wouldn't it be wiser to retain the most cost 
efficient, stristegically located inland sites? DDOU has a demonstrated 
record of cost effectiveness and performance efficiency. It is 
centrally and uniquely located with access to major highway, rail, and 
air transportation facilities. The climate and environmental 
conditions are well-suited for long-term storage of items such as the 
DEPMEDS contaixler hospitals, whereas coastal climates have proven 
detrimental to this function. 

As you evaluate the closure recommendations and criteria, 
please consider these issues and the many others raised and send to you 
by members of the community surrounding DDOU. We feel you will come to 
agree with us t h a t  DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully, 

- 

1x1 w. /~P~~W/O~S&Y 
Address 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU). 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over t.he years DDOU has been the tttestinglt depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU the test facility for DLAts Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLn Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and, 
was the only Dl" depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 

Name ,, 

b 2 q  
Address L 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman : 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

 tati is tic ally, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the "depot of choicew selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU would be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. 

Why then, has the "number oneM depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another ttundocumentedN 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces ant3 dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Name 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

I would like to take this opportunity to express my concern 
with regard to the recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot 
Ogden, UT (DDOIJ). The people of this community, as well as depot 
employees and their families, are certainly feeling the sting of DLA1s 
recommendation. 

We are concerned because we feel DDOU provides a necessary 
service to all Americans and many nations of the free world. The 
distribution service, customer support, and humanitarian relief 
provided by DDOU is of excellent quality and offers U.S. taxpayers an 
exceptional "Real Dollarw savings year after year, rather than adding 
to our already astronomically high national debt. 

In an independent study of all DLA depots, conducted by Peat, 
Marwick Associates in 1993, DDOU is clearly identified as the depot 
which "represents the wisest use of taxpayer dollarst1 and I1provides the 
best service of any depot in the entire nationt1. 

If DDOU has consistently been rated as the best and most cost 
efficient depot in the nation, why has it been recommended for closure? 
What really is the rational behind the recommendation? 

Major General Farrell is reported to have told the BRAC 
Commission that. DLA's goal is to place all our nation's defense support 
structure on the coastal seaboards. Was this the ratiorial behind the 
recommendation to close DDOU? 

Historically, DoD has placed major storage and repair depots 
inland to keep them from "harms way1' and out of easy reach of open sea 
lanes. From this standpoint, and in view of DDOU1s demonstrated 
excellent work ethic, customer service record, and ability to provide 
real dollars savings to taxpayers, please help us provide a more secure 
future of freedom for all Americans by removing DDOU from the Base 
Closure List. 

Sincerely, 

~ / . I / < r = j  US: 84.340 
Address 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moo:re Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

I would like to take this opportunity to express my concern 
with regard to the recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot 
Ogden, UT (DDOIJ). The people of this community, as well as depot 
employees and their families, are certainly feeling the sting of DLA's 
recommendation, 

We are concerned because we feel DDOU provides a necessary 
service to all Americans and many nations of the free world. The 
distribution service, customer support, and humanitarian relief 
provided by DDOU is of excellent quality and offers U.S. taxpayers an 
exceptional "Real Dollarm savings year after year, rather than adding 
to our already astronomically high national debt. 

In an independent study of all DLA depots, conducted by Peat, 
Marwick Associates in 1993, DDOU is clearly identified as the depot 
which vtrepresents the wisest use of taxpayer dollarstv and "provides the 
best service of any depot in the entire nationvv. 

If DDOU has consistently been rated as the best and most cost 
efficient depot, in the nation, why has it been recommended for closure? 
What really is the rational behind the recommendation? 

Major General Farrell is reported to have told the BRAC 
Commission that DLA's goal is to place all our nation's defense support 
structure on the coastal seaboards. Was this the rational behind the 
recommendation to close DDOU? 

Historically, DoD has placed major storage and repair depots 
inland to keep them from "harms wayt1 and out of easy reach of open sea 
lanes. From this standpoint, and in view of DDOUts demonstrated 
excellent work ethic, customer service record, and ability to provide 
real dollars savings to taxpayers, please help us provide a more secure 
future of freedom for all Americans by removing DDOU from the Base 
Closure List. 

Sincerely, 

Address 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman : 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

Statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the "depot of choicell selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU would be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. 

Why then, has the "number onen depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another nundocumented~t 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Name 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman : 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Ceeert Stom/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

Statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the "depot of choicen selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU would be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. 

Why then, has the "number onetg depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another "undocumentedl~ 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU tc continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Name 

s2y ~ c i  2 o n c l  N 
Address , 

4 / LT 6 ( ~ q q  





Mr. Alan J. ~ixon, Chairman 
Defense Base CIlosure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU h.as consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the "testingH depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLA1s Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLk Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
was the only D:LA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 

r7  =. /\ 
Name 

Address 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

Statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the "depot of choice1I selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot t.o process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU would be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many ye.ars to come. 

Why then, has the "number one1' depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another llundocumentedll 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment  omm mission 
1700 North Moore. Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

I would like to take this opportunity to express my concern 
with regard to the recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot 
Ogden, UT (DDOU). The people of this community, as well as depot 
employees and their families, are certainly feeling the sting of DLAts 
recommendation. 

We are concerned because we feel DDOU provides a necessary 
service to all Americans and many nations of the free world. The 
distribution service, customer support, and humanitarian relief 
provided by DDOU is of excellent quality and offers U.S. taxpayers an 
exceptional "Real Dollar" savings year after year, rather than adding 
to our already astronomically high national debt. 

In an independent study of all DLA depots, conducted by Peat, 
Marwick Ass0ciat.e~ in 1993, DDOU is clearly identified as the depot 
which "represents the wisest use of texpeyer dcllnrs" and "provi8es the 
best service of any depot in the entire nation". 

If DDOU has consistently been rated as the best and most cost 
efficient depot in the nation, why has it been recommended for closure? 
What really is the rational behind the recommendation? 

Major General Farrell is reported to have told the BRAC 
Commission that DLAts goal is to place all our nation's defense support 
structure on the coastal seaboards. Was this the rational behind the 
recommendation to close DDOU? 

Historically, DoD has placed major storage and repair depots 
inland to keep them from "harms wayt1 and out of easy reach of open sea 
lanes. From this standpoint, and in view of DDOUts demonstrated 
excellent work ethic, customer service record, and ability to provide 
real dollars savings to taxpayers, please help us provide a more secure 
future of freedom for all Americans by removing DDOU from the Base 
Closure List. 

sincerely, 

Name 

3860 /*rl/D&NP bR. 
Address 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

I would like to take this opportunity to express my concern 
with regard to the recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot 
Ogden, UT (DDOU). The people of this community, as well. as depot 
employees and their families, are certainly feeling the sting of DLA1s 
recommendation. 

We are concerned because we feel DDOU provides a necessary 
service to all Americans and many nations of the free world. The 
distribution service, customer support, and humanitarian relief 
provided by DDOTJ is of excellent quality and offers U.S. taxpayers an 
exceptional "Real Dollarft savings year after year, rather than adding 
to our already astronomically high national debt. 

In an independent study of all DLA depots, conducted by Peat, 
Marwick Associates in 1993, DDOU is clearly identified as the depot 
which Ifrepresents the wisest use of taxpayer dollars1' and llprovides the 
best service of any depot in the entire nation". 

If DDOU has consistently been rated as the best and most cost 
efficient depot in the nation, why has it been recommended for closure? 
What really is the rational behind the recommendation? 

Major General Farrell is reported to have told the BRAC 
Commission that DLAfs goal is to place all our nation's defense support 
structure on the coastal seaboards. Was this the rational behind the 
recommendation t:o close DDOU? 

Historic:ally, DoD has placed major storage and repair depots 
inland to keep them from Ifharms way" and out of easy reach of open sea 
lanes. From this standpoint, and in view of DDOU1s demonstrated 
excellent work ethic, customer service record, and ability to provide 
real dollars savings to taxpayers, please help us provide a more secure 
future of freedom for all Americans by removing DDOU from the Base 
Closure List. 

Sincerely, 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

As a resident of Utah and the community surrounding Defense 
~istribution Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU), I am concerned by the 
recommendation to close DDOU. 

It has been reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved 
to the west coast and this gives rise to many questions. 

Why was DDOU rated so low this year, when records indicate the 
depot has consistently met or exceeded the criteria set for remaining a 
viable, functioning, low cost facility year after year? 

How can the hazardous materials storage function be moved to 
the west coast when it was originally placed at DDOU in part due to 
California's restrictions on disposal of such materials? 

Shouldn't we, as Americans, be concerned by the apparent policy 
to put "all our eggs in two baskets1' by locating so many defense supply 
functions on the coasts? Wouldn't it be wiser to retain the most cost 
efficient, strategically located inland sites? DDOU has a demonstrated 
record of cost effectiveness and performance efficiency. It is 
centrally and uniquely located with access to major highway, rail, and 
air transportation facilities. The climate and environmental 
conditions are well-suited for long-term storage of items such as the 
DEPMEDS container hospitals, whereas coastal climates have proven 
detrimental to this function. 

As you evaluate the closure recommendations and criteria, 
please consider these issues and the many others raised and send to you 
by members of th.e community surrounding DDOU. We feel you will come to 
agree with us that DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully, 

Address J 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman : 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, U'T (DDOU). 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

Statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the "depot of choice1* selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot t:o process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU would be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. 

Why then, has the "number onet1 depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently coll.ected and submitted, or is it another Itundocumentedn 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 

/ 

Name -. ,s/ 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixont 

I would like to take this opportunity to express my concern 
with regard to the recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot 
Ogden, UT (DDOtJ). The people of this community, as well as depot 
employees and t:heir families, are certainly feeling the sting of DLAts 
recommendation. 

We are concerned because we feel DDOU provides a necessary 
service to all Americans and many nations of the free world. The 
distribution service, customer support, and humanitarian relief 
provided by DDOU is of excellent quality and offers U.S. taxpayers an 
exceptional "Real Dollarn savings year after year, rather than adding 
to our already astronomically high national debt. 

In an independent study of all DLA depots, conducted by Peat, 
Marwick Associates in 1993, DDOU is clearly identified as the depot 
which "represents the wisest use of taxpayer dollarstt and ttprovides the 
best service of any depot in the entire nationtt. 

If DDOU has consistently been rated as the best and most cost 
efficient depot in the nation, why has it been recommended for closure? 
What really is the rational behind the recommendation? 

Major General Farrell is reported to have told the BRAC 
Commission that DLAts goal is to place all our nation's defense support 
structure on the coastal seaboards. Was this the rational behind the 
recommendation to close DDOU? 

Historically, DoD has placed major storage and repair depots 
inland to keep them from "harms wayN and out of easy reach of open sea 
lanes. From this standpoint, and in view of DDOUts demonstrated 
excellent work ethic, customer service record, and ability to provide 
real dollars savings to taxpayers, please help us provide a more secure 
future of freedom for all Americans by removing DDOU from the Base 
Closure List. 

Sincerely, 

Address 
a/i 'LC: 84/-/&d- 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

V 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

Statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the "depot of choiceIf selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU would be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. 

Why then, has the "number one" depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another ~undocumented~~ 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 

k/4 I& +LS_(,) &) &A k- 7- 
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Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

I would like to take this opportunity to express my concern 
with regard to the recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot 
Ogden, UT (DDOU). The people of this community, as well as depot 
employees and t.heir families, are certainly feeling the sting of DLA1s 
recommendation. 

We are concerned because we feel DDOU provides a necessary 
service to all Americans and many nations of the free world. The 
distribution service, customer support, and humanitarian relief 
provided by DDOU is of excellent quality and offers U.S. taxpayers an 
exceptional "Real DollarM savings year after year, rather than adding 
to our already astronomically high national debt. 

In an independent study of all DLA depots, conducted by Peat, 
Marwick Associates in 1993, DDOU is clearly identified as the depot 
which tlrepresents the wisest use of taxpayer dollarsn and "provides the 
best service of any depot in the entire nationM. 

If DDOU has consistently been rated as the best and most cost 
efficient depot in the nation, why has it been recommended for closure? 
What really is .the rational behind the recommendation? 

Major General Farrell is reported to have told the BRAC 
 omm mission that DLA's goal is to place all our nation's defense support 
structure on the coastal seaboards. Was this the rational behind the 
recommendation to close DDOU? 

Historic:ally, DoD has placed major storage and repair depots 
inland to keep them from Itharms wayv and out of easy reach of open sea 
lanes. From this standpoint, and in view of DDOU's demonstrated 
excellent work ethic, customer service record, and ability to provide 
real dollars savings to taxpayers, please help us provide a more secure 
future of freedom for all Americans by removing DDOU from the Base 
Closure List. 

Sincerely, 

\ 
\ /f\-lrJo --. 
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Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

As a resident of Utah and the community surrounding Defense 
~istribution Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU), I am concerned by the 
recommendation to close DDOU. 

It has been reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved 
to the west coast and this gives rise to many questions. 

Why was DDOU rated so low this year, when records indicate the 
depot has consistently met or exceeded the criteria set for remaining a 
viable, functioning, low cost facility year after year? 

How can the hazardous materials storage function be moved to 
the west coast when it was originally placed at DDOU in part due to 
californials restrictions on disposal of such materials? 

Shouldnlt we, as Americans, be concerned by the apparent policy 
to put "all our eggs in two baskets1' by locating so many defense supply 
functions on the coasts? Wouldn't it be wiser to retain the most cast 
efficient, strategically located inland sites? DDOU has a demonstrated 
record of cost effectiveness and performance efficiency. It is 
centrally and uniquely located with access to major highway, rail, and 
air transportation facilities. The climate and environmental 
conditions are well-suited for long-term storage of items such as the 
DEPMEDS container hospitals, whereas coastal climates have proven 
detrimental to this function. 

As 
please con 
by members 
agree with 

you evaluate the closure recommendations and criteria, 
sider these issues and the many others raised and send to you 
of the community surrounding DDOU. We feel you will come to 
us that DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully, 

YI&wWW 
Name 
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Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, U'1' (DDOU) . 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

Statist.ically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the "depot of choicem selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU would be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. 

Why then, has the "number onett depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another ttundocumentedlt 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces ant1 dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Nam 
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Mr. Alan J. Dix:on, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

I would like to take this opportunity to express my concern 
with regard to the recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot 
Ogden, UT (DDOU). The people of this community, as well as depot 
employees and their families, are certainly feeling the sting of DLA1s 
recommendation. 

We are concerned because we feel DDOU provides a necessary 
service to all Americans and many nations of the free world. The 
distribution service, customer support, and humanitarian relief 
provided by DDOU is of excellent quality and offers U.S. taxpayers an 
exceptional "Real Dollaru savings year after year, rather than adding 
to our already ,astronomically high national debt. 

In an independent study of all DLA depots, conducted by Peat, 
Marwick Associa'tes in 1993, DDOU is clearly identified as the depot 
which "represents the wisest use of tzxpayer dollarsu and llprovides the 
best service of any depot in the entire nationt1. 

If DDOU has consistently been rated as the best and most cost 
efficient depot in the nation, why has it been recommended for closure? 
What really is the rational behind the recommendation? 

Major General Farrell is reported to have told the BRAC 
Commission that DLA1s goal is to place all our nation's defense support 
structure on the coastal seaboards. Was this the rational behind the 
recommendation to close DDOU? 

Historically, DoD has placed major storage and repair depots 
inland to keep them from "harms wayn and out of easy reach of open sea 
lanes. From this standpoint, and in view of DDOU1s demonstrated 
excellent work ethic, customer service record, and ability to provide 
real dollars savings to taxpayers, please help us provide a more secure 
future of freedom for all Americans by removing DDOU from the Base 
Closure List. 

Sincerely, 

Address 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

I would like to take this opportunity to express my concern 
with regard to the recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot 
Ogden, UT (DDOU). The people of this community, as well as depot 
employees and their families, are certainly feeling the sting of DLA1s 
recommendation. 

We are concerned because we feel DDOU provides a necessary 
service to all Americans and many nations of the free world. The 
distribution service, customer support, and humanitarian relief 
provided by DDOU is of excellent quality and offers U.S. taxpayers an 
exceptional "Real Dollarl1 savings year after year, rather than adding 
to our already astronomically high national debt. 

In an independent study of all DLA depots, conducted by Peat, 
Marwick Associates in 1993, DDOU is clearly identified as the depot 
which "represents the wisest use of taxpayer dollars11 and I1provides the 
best service of any depot in the entire nationu. 

If DDOU has consistently been rated as the best and most cost 
efficient depot' in the nation, why has it been recommended for closure? 
What really is the rational behind the recommendation? 

Major General ~arrell is reported to have told the BRAC 
Commission that DLAts goal is to place all our nation's defense support 
structure on the coastal seaboards. Was this the rational behind the 
recommendation Lo close DDOU? 

Historic:ally, DoD has placed major storage and repair depots 
inland to keep them from "harms way1! and out of easy reach of open sea 
lanes. From this standpoint, and in view of DDOUts demonstrated 
excellent work e t h i c ,  customer service record, and ability to provide 
real dollars savings to taxpayers, please help us provide a more secure 
future of freedom for all Americans by removing DDOU from the Base 
Closure List. 

Sincerely, 

Name 1 
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Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

~tatist:ically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the "depot of choicet1 selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU would be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. 

Why then, has the "number onew depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another tlundocumentedn 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the united States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Name 

'79'1 W .  3400s. 
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Mr. Alan J. Di.xon, Chairman 
Defense Base C!losure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

Statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the "depot of choice1I selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU woulci be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. 

Why then, has the "number onet1 depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently coll-ected and submitted, or is it another "und~cumented~~ 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendat;ion for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 

7x,L,, 
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Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, U'T (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has ccntributed much to this comunity, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the tttestingtt depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLAts Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLA Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
was the only DIA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 

38 7/ W ~ O Q Y )  
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Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 
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Mr. Chairman: 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

Statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the "depot of choicepp selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU would be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. 

Why then, has the "number onew depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another ppundocumented" 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendat.ion for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Cl~sure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Name- - - 
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Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment  omm mission 
1700 North Moore Street, suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Di I 

I 

sident of Utah and the community surroundi 
Distribution Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU), I am concerned by the 
recommendation to close DDOU. 

It has been reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved 
to the west cclast and this gives rise to many questions. 

Why was DaDOU rated so low this year, when records indicate the 
depot has consistently met or exceeded the criteria set for remaining a 
viable, functi.oning, low cost facility year after year? 

How can .the hazardous materials storage function be moved to , 

the west coast when it was originally placeti at DDOU in part due to 
California's restrictions on disposal of such materials? 

Shouldn't we, as Americans, be concerned by the apparent poiicy 
to put "all our eggs in two baskets" by locating so many defense supply 
functions on the coasts? Wouldn't it be wiser to retain the nost  cost 
efficient, strategically located inland sites? DDOU has a demonstrateZ 
record of cost effectiveness and performance efficiency. It is 
centrally and uniquely located with access to major highway, rail, end 
air transportation facilities. The climate and environmental 
conditions are well-suited for long-term storage of items such as t h e  
DEPMGDS container hospitals, whereas coastal climates have proven 
detrimental to this function. 

r . . 
As you evaluate the closure recommendations and criteria, 

please consider these issues and the many others raised and send to 
by iembers of the community surrounding DDOU. He feel you will co 

should be removed from the ~ a s e  closure Li 
b . .  

Respectfully, 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Stree.t, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

v 

+ Mr. Chairman: 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UP (DDOU). 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during th.e Vietnam War, Desert Stom/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

Statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the Ifdepot of choicef1 selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU would be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. 

Why then, has the "number onew depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another ffundocumentedlf 
political maneu.ver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings ta the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 

AAJ t dgE 
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Mr. Alan J. Dixon, chairman 
Defense Base Closure and ~ealignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

I would like to take this opportunity to express my concern 
with regard to the recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot 
Ogden, UT (DDOU'). The people of this community, as well. as depot 
employees and their families, are certainly feeling the sting of DLA1s 
recommendation. 

We are concerned because we feel DDOU provides a necessary 
service to all Americans and many nations of the free world. The 
distribution service, customer support, and humanitarian relief 
provided by DDOlJ is of exceilent quality and offers U.S. taxpayers an 
exceptional "Real Dollar" savings year after year, rather than adding 
to our already astrononically high national debt. 

In an independent study of all DLA depots, conducted by Peat, 
Narwick Associates in 1993, DDOU is clearly identified a,s the depot 
which   rep re sen::^ the wiszst us2 cf tz:<peyer dcllarsl' 2nd I1provides t:rs 
best service of any depot in the entire nation". 

If DDOU has consistently been rated as the best and most cost 
efficient depot in the nation, why has it been recommended for closure? 
\tihat really is the rational behind the recommendation? 

Mzjor Generzl Fzrrell is reported to have told the BRAC 
Commission that DLA1s goal is to place all our nation's defense support 
structure on the coastal seaboards. Was this the rational behind the 
recommendation to close DDOU? 

Historic:ally, DoD has placed major storage and repair depots 
inland to keep them from "harms way" and out of easy reach of open sea 
lanes. From this standpoint, and in view of DDOU's demonstrated 
excellent work ethic, customer service record, and ability to provide 
real dollars savings to taxpayers, please help us provide a more secure 
future of freedom for all Americans by removing DDOU from the Bzse 
Closure List. 

Sincerely, 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realicjnmc2nt Co~ni~iission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suits 1425 
~rlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

I would like to take this opportunity to express my concern 
with regard to the recommendation to close Defensc Distribution Depot 
Ogden, UT (DDOU). The people of this community, a:; well as depot 
employees and their families, are certainly feeling the sting of DLA1s 
recommendation. 

\Je arc conccl-ilcd ber:nllr;c L.?P f r>e 1 DDOlJ 111-ov i dcs n ncc~ssal-y 
service to all Americans anci 111al1y 11rttions of t:hc f'~:ne worl c l .  ' l ' l ir> 
distribution service, custolner su[)pol.-t, and humani i:ari,~n re1 ieL' 
provided by DDOU is of cscei.Lenc clunlity and o~~:PL'; IT.:;. t:a:+:pa>rers ~ l r ~  

exceptional "Iica 1 ~ollnr~' :;rlvi rlcj:; yr.a I: nit-.c-lr yc.,!t-, I-;t t 1 1 c . 1 -  t I I , \ I I  , l c l ( ~  i 
to our already astl-onornically i l i c j l l  national d e l ~ t . .  

In an independent study of all DLA depots, c o n t l u c t e d  by Peat, 
I!~L-wick Associiltes in 1993, C)DOU ir-; clearly iclent~i 1: i r.d as the clt-.ptj'i 
which "represellts the wisest us2 (22 t ~ : < ~ ~ y e r  dc11~:l-:sl~ ;:nc! 113~-o~~i2n_:: ti:" 
best service o:? any c:lcpot i.n .I:tic-. r!r-iti.l:r_ r~at.i.on". 

If DDOU has consistently been rated as the 11~s:: anci rilost cost 
efficient depot in the nation, wily has it been L-econmended for closure? 
\ % i h a ~  really is thn, ~ - a t i o n a l  l)cllil~tl Lllr: ~:cco~,lrnc-n(l;lt: i o n ?  

r42j0r Cenerzl Fzrrell is 1:nported to hc..~/c t-.oltl tlhe 3RAC 
Cominission that: D L A 1 s  goal is to p l a c e  211 our nation's; c l e f e n s e  sup~or; 
structure on the coastal seaboard:;. Was this tlic r;ltion;-11 beliind the 
recommendation to close DDOU? 

~istori.cally, DoD has placed major storage and repair depots 
inland to keep them from "harms way" and out of c n z y  r cach  of open sea 
lanes. From this standpoint, and in view of I)DoU1s dc~nor~stratcd 
excellent work ethic, customer s e ~ - v i c ~  record, 211~1 ability to providc 
real dollars savings to taxpayers, please help us provide a more secure 
future of freedom for all Americans by removing DDOU from the Base 
Closure List. 

Sincerely, 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Cllosure and Realignment commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

The recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden, 
UT (DDOU) is of great concern to me and the members of this community, 
as well as the depot employees and their families. 

In reviewing the information in the DLA Detail Analysis 
supporting their recommendation, we question the validity of the 
selection based on the criteria requested by your commission. There 
are innumerable areas where the facts and figures don't seem to 
Itadd up1@. 

DDOU has a well-earned reputation for being a cost effective 
and performance efficient depot. It has proven itself time and time 
again in meeting the challenges of mission accomplishment and cost 
savings. 

DDOU has developed, tested, and implemented many computer 
systems and improvements for DLA and DoD. The depot was also 
instrumental in the successful development and implementation of the 
Workforce Certification Program and the use of the ME hand-held 
computer scanners used for inventory and location accuracy. 

Over all, as DDOU1s "track record" is compared to other depots 
and facilities, the facts will speak for themselves. DDOU consistently 
demonstrates high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. .How can this history of success and achievement suddenly 
NOT be enough .to justify DEOUvs continued existence as a major 
distribution site in DoD? 

Please carefully evaluate the facts. I'm confident you will 
conclude that for the good of our military forces and the people of the 
United States DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Sincerely, 

Margaret  Love -. 
Name 

325 W. H igh land Dr ive ,  R iverda le ,  UT 84405 
Address 





21 March ,1'995 . 

Chairman, Alan J. Dixon 
Def en.se Rase Closure and Realignment Colnmission 
1700 North Moore Street- Suite 1 4 2 5  
Arlington, VA 2 2 2 0 9  
703- 696-0504 

Dear Chairman Dixon, 

As an employee of Defense Depot Ogden Utah, I am concerned not 
only for myself, but for all employees at this facility regarding 
the BRAC decision to close this particular installation. 

The DDOU workforce is dedi'cated to providing quality work at this 
installation. This service is provided at an affordable price. 
The price DDOU workforce is being asked to pair is not cost 
efficient by DOD or DLA standards. ~efense Distribution Depot 
O g a e n ,  as a whole, has proven itself time and time again; not 
only during Vietnam, Desert Storm, Hurricane Andrew, and ocher 
conflicts and disasters, that we can hold our own. Over the 
years DDOU has been the testing depot for new computer systems 
which have been implemented throughout DLA, such as MOWASP, 
DWASP, and the latest system being tested/implimented DSS. We 
were the test facility for the Model Installation Program (MIP) 
and have ranked number one for seviral years. We were also 
instrumental in the Workforce Certification Program and the 
hand-held computer scanners. The DEPMEDS function speaks for 
itself as an exceptional operation. 

~t certainly does not make good business sense to close an 
operation that has contributed so much to the effective.and 
efficient operation of the -Defense Logistics Agency and has the 
capabilities to continue to serve if given half the chance. 

It does not {make sense to close a depot facility which is so 
highly trained, costs less to operate, has upgraded building 
facilities, is assessable and space availability; not to mention 
the social and economic impact which closing this facility would 
have on the community. 





The location of DDOU is a factor not to overlook. DLA's "Future 
plan" to locate its facilities along the East and West coast does 
not make a cost efficient operation. DDOU is centrally located 
to serve both East and West with the convenience of all types of 
transportation modes available. DDOU is strategically placed to 
protect against coastal or air attack. This site was chosen 
decades ago for a very important reason that should not be 
forgotten or lost in the "red tape" of the base closure 
recommendation. 

Have these questions been addressed . . .  
1. ~azardous Materials Function: Utah has accepted the 
responsibilities and requirements of this program, other states 
have many'restrictions on stor'age/disposal of HAZMAT, where could 
this program be relocated? . . 

2. DEFMEDS Function: DDOU was chosen for DEPMEDS, partially 
because of the environmental conditions. This would be another 
coscly function to move. Is the Army willing to put this 
operation in a climate whers the deterioration rate would no; be 
cost effective? 

3. Test Facility Function: The workforce at DDOU has proven 
they can make just about anything work i f  given the chance.. Can 
you say that about other facilities? 

4. California's Condition: With the shifting of the earth's 
crust so predominant in California, is it wise to be dependent on 
a location that could have an o~eration shut down in a matter of 
moments? 

The task of determining which facilities to close or realign is 
difficult. However, following the guidelines that have been set 
for determi,ning this action I am confident you will agree, 
keeping Defense Distribution Depot Ogden open is vital to DLA and 
the customer support to its services. 

I 

Defense Depot Ogden 
Ogden, Ut 84407 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base C!losure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

AS a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, CV (DDOU). 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and Don, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the "depot of choicew selected by many 
2efense Service Centers when they 5ave been givt~ the cppertunity tc 
chose a depsc to process their workloads. 

These anc >?any other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU wo.lld be around and continue to do its r::ost-savl.n.g, efficie~t 
job for many to come. 

why then, has the "number onen depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another "undocumentedll 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Name - 

/ 9 9 d +J Y c k s o ~  & P A .  
Address 

K;=;7/+ 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

The recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden, 
UT (DDOU) is of great concern to me and the members of this community, 
as well as the depot employees and their families. 

In reviewing the information in the DLA Detail Analysis 
supporting their recommendation, we question the validity of the 
selection based on the criteria requested by your commission. There 
are innumerable areas where the facts and figures dontt seem to 
Itadd uptt. 

DDOU has a well-earned reputation for being a cost effective 
and performance efficient depot. It has proven itself time and time 
again in meeting the challenges of mission accomplishment and cost 
savings. 

DDOU has developed, tested, and implemented many computer 
systems and improvements for DLA and DoD. The depot was also 
instrumental in the successful development and implementation of the 
Workforce Certi.fication Program and the use of the ME hand-held 
computer scanners used for inventory and location accuracy. 

Over all, as DDOUts "track recordtt is compared to other depots 
and facilities, the facts will speak for themselves. DDOU consistently 
demonstrates high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. How can this history of success and achievement suddenly 
NOT be enough to justify DDOUts continued existence as a major 
distribution site in DoD? 

Please carefully evaluate the facts. I'm confident you will 
conclude that for the good of our military forces and the people of the 
United States DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Sincerely, 

'77/635 
Address 

OUo, ~O@TH &+Fd LK 
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Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

As a resident of Utah and the community surrounding Defense 
Distribution Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU), I am concerned by the 
recommendation t;o close DDOU. 

It has been reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved 
to the west coast and this gives rise to many questions. 

Why was DDOU rated so low this year, when records indicate the 
depot has consistently met or exceeded the criteria set for remaining a 
viable, functioning, low cost facility-year after year? 

How can the hazardous materials storage function be moved to 
the west coast when it was originally placed at DDOU in .part due to 
Californiats restrictions on disposal of such materials? 

Shouldnt t we, as Americans, be concerned by the apparent policy 
to put "all our eggs in two basketst1 by locating so many defense supply 
functions on the coasts? Wouldn't it be wiser to retain the most cost 
efficient, strategically located inland sites? DDOU has a demonstrated 
record of cost effectiveness and performance efficiency. It is 
centrally and uniquely located with access to major highway, rail, and 
air transportation facilities. The climate and environmental 
conditions are well-suited for long-term storage of items such as the 
DEPMEDS container hospitals, whereas coastal climates have proven 
detrimental to this function. 

As you evaluate the closure recommendations and criteria, 
please consider these issues and the many others raised and send to you 
by members of the community surrounding DDOU. We feel you will come to 
agree with us that DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully, 





Chairman, Alan J. Dixon 6 April 1995 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Chairman Dixon: 

We are writing this letter to express our concerns regarding 
Defense Depot Ogden being placed on the BRAC closure list. 

From a military and strategic standpoint, DDO is in a perfect 
location. It is inland yet easily accessible to railroad lines. 
It is in a great locality and the Government owns all of the 
land that DDO is on. Many other depots lease the land from the 
city or county they are located in. The warehouses at DDO are 
in good shape and still functional. It is an excellent facility 
to store hazardous materials. 

DDOVs workforce is among the best in all of DLA. Production is 
always high and dollar cost per unit is low. Financially it 
doesn't make sense to close this efficient, productive Depot. 

We feel the Depot was not allowed to fight back based on its own 
merits. The reasons for closure seem to be purely political. 
DDRW also seems to play a major factor in this decision and they 
are fighting for their own survival and will do what they can to 
save themselves. Even if it means giving inaccurate statistics 
regarding DDO. 

We are both hard-working federal employee's earning our total 
family income from DDO. If the base is indeed closed, we lose 
all income. We are aware of many husbandlwife workers as well 
as single, head of family incomes from DDO. To close it would 
create a real hardship, not only for the families, but for all 
of WeGer County as well. 

Please consider the lives of your constituents here in Northern 
Utah and FIGHT TO SAVE THE DEPOT! 

Michael D. Dysert 
Mary J. Dysert 
797 West 3900 South 
Riverdale UT 84405 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

The recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden, 
UT (DDOU) is of great concern to me and the members of this community, 
as well as the depot employees and their families. 

In reviewing the information in the DLA Detail Analysis 
supporting their recommendation, we question the validity of the 
selection based on the criteria requested by your commission. There 
are innumerable areas where the facts and figures dontt seem to 
"add upt1. 

DDOU has a well-earned reputation for being a cost effective 
and performance efficient depot. It has proven itself time and time 
again in meeting the challenges of mission accomplishment and cost 
savings. 

DDOU has developed, tested, and implemented many computer 
systems and improvements for DLA and DoD. The depot was also 
instrumental in the successful development and implementation of the 
Workforce Certification Program and the use of the ME hand-held 
computer scanners used for inventory and location accuracy. 

Over all, as DDOUts "track recordn is compared to other depots 
and facilities, the facts will speak for themselves. DDOU consistently 
demonstrates high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. .How can this history of success and achievement suddenly 
NOT be enough to justify DDOUts continued existence as a major 
distribution site in DoD? 

Please carefully evaluate the facts. I'm confident you will 
conclude that for the good of our military forces and the people of the 
United States DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Sincerely, 

e k " u 9  ,&?C;,,lZ@- 
- 

R d ~ 6 m -  a- ' *@-cl L-&-M/ /~ -  
Name 

77/'& 95;'c,%<: / 
Address 
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Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

The recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden, 
UT (DDOU) is of great concern to me and the members of this community, 
as well as the depot employees and their families. 

In reviewing the information in the DLA Detail Analysis 
supporting their recommendation, we question the validity of the 
selection based on the criteria requested by your commission. There 
are innumerable areas where the facts and figures dontt seem to 
"add uptt. 

DDOU has a well-earned reputation for being a cost effective 
and performance efficient depot. It has proven itself time and time 
again in meeting the challenges of mission accomplishment and cost 
savings. 

DDOU has developed, tested, and implemented many computer 
systems and improvements for DLA and DoD. The depot was also 
instrumental in the successful development and implementation of the 
Workforce Certification Program and the use of the ME hand-held 
computer scanners used for inventory and location accuracy. 

Over all, as DDOUts Ittrack recordtt is compared to other depots 
and facilities, the facts will speak for themselves. DDOU consistently 
demonstrates high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. How can this history of success and achievement suddenly 
NOT be enough to justify DDOU1s continued existence as a major 
distribution site in DoD? 

Please carefully evaluate the facts. Itm confident you will 
conclude that for the good of our military forces and the people of the 
United States DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Sincerely, 

. - /2b.7-74+. L & @ H  & 
Address - 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

I am writing to express my opposition to the recommendation to 
close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU). As a concerned 
citizen, I am flabbergasted at the distortions of information which 
appear to have been perpetrated in the consideration process which led 
to the closure recommendation. 

The DLA Detailed Analysis, which supposedly explains and justifies 
the selections, contains charts and information which seems to be 
questionable at the very least. One chart, in particular, is a 
comparison analysis of the most economical functioning of a variety of 
combinations of DLA distribution sites. The cost figures printed 
indicate that cl.osing DDOU and Memphis is the most cost efficient 
scenario. However, careful reading of the chart reveals that all 
possible combinations were not investigated. 

Additi0na1l.y~ data for Sharpe Army Depot, Tracy Army Depot, and 
the Rough & Ready Site in the same area of California, was combined and 
reviewed as one activity; while the data for the three sites which make 
up DDOU was reviewed as three separate activities. The combination of 
the California sites into one activity made it impossible to review 
each as a separate activity or in alternative combinations with other 
activities that might prove to be more economical than the findings 
published in the Detailed Analysis. 

This combining of data into one activity gave obvious advantage 
to that activity in the area of throughput, a critical data point which 
weighs heavily in the BRAC criteria of military value. Considering 
these activities as one is neither appropriate nor equitable for B M C  
purposes. To be most accurate and fair, BRAC submissions must remain 
descreet by site. 

As you eval-uate the closure recommendations and investigate 
questionable criteria, I trust you will conclude, as I have, that DDOU 
should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully, 

Name 

sise ~1 \-\uwa4 
Address 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
~rlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

The recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden, 
UT (DDOU) is of great concern to me and the members of this community, 
as well as the depot employees and their families. 

In reviewing the information in the DLA Detail Analysis 
sapperting their re~oriiii~zndation, we question the valldity of the 
selection based on the criteria requested by your commission. There 
are innumerab1.e areas where the facts and figures don't seem to 
Itadd upw. 

DDOU has a well-earned reputation for being a cost effective 
and performance efficient depot. It has proven itself time and time 
again in meeting the challenges of mission accomplishment and cost 
savings. 

DDOU has developed, tested, and implemented many computer 
systems and improvements for DLA and DoD. The depot was also 
instrumental in the successful development and implementation of the 
Workforce Certification Program and the use of the ME hand-held 
computer scanners used for inventory and location accuracy. 

Over al.1, as DDOUts "track recordtt is compared to other depots 
and facilities, the facts will speak for themselves. DDOU consistently 
demonstrates high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. How can this history of success and achievement suddenly 
NOT be enough to justify DDOUts continued existence as a major 
distribution site in DoD? 

Please carefully evaluate the facts. I'm confident you will 
conclude that for the good of our military forces and the people of the 
United States DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Sincerely, 

c 
Address - 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

The recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden, 
UT (DDOU) is of great concern to me and the members of this community, 
as well as the depot employees and their families. 

In reviewing the information in the DLA Detail Analysis 
supporting their recommendation, we question the validity of the 
selection based on the criteria requested by your commission. There 
are innumerable areas where the facts and figures don't seem to 
"add upv. 

DDOU has a well-earned reputation for being a cost effective 
and performance efficient depot. It has proven itself time and time 
again in meeting the challenges of mission accomplishment and cost 
savings. 

DDOU has developed, tested, and implemented many computer 
systems and improvements for DLA and DoD. ,The depot was also 
instrumental in the successful development and implementation of the 
Workforce Certification Program and the use of the ME hand-held 
computer scanners used for inventory and location accuracy. 

Over al.1, as DDOUfs "track recordw is compared to other depots 
and facilities, the facts will speak for themselves. DDOU consistently 
demonstrates high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. How can this history of success and achievement suddenly 
NOT be enough to justify DDOU's continued existence as a major 
distribution site in DoD? 

Please carefully evaluate the facts. Ifm confident you will 
conclude that for the good of our military forces and the people of the 
United.States DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Sincerely, - nA+, 
Name / 

Pyx& ,v &/ ( d m  t ~ 9 -  24&dBlPf 
Address 





Mr. Alan J. Di.xon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

As a resident of Utah and the community surrounding Defense 
Distribution Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU), I am concerned by the 
recommendation to close DDOU. 

It has been reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved 
to the west coast and this gives rise to many questions. 

Why was DDOU rated so low this year, when records indicate the 
depot has consistently met or exceeded tbe criteria set for remaining a 
viable, functioning, low cost facility year after year? 

How can the hazardous materials storage function be moved to 
the west coast when it was originally placed at DDOU in part due to 
California's restrictions on disposal of such materials? 

Shouldn't we, as Americans, be concerned by the apparent policy 
to put "all our eggs in two basketsw by locating so many defense supply 
functions on the coasts? Wouldn't it be wiser to retain the most cost 
efficient, strategically located inland sites? DDOU has a demonstrated 
record of cost effectiveness and performance efficiency. It is 
centrally and uniquely located with access to major highway, rail, and 
air transportation facilities. The climate and environmental 
conditions are well-suited for long-term storage of items such as the 
DEPMEDS container hospitals, whereas coastal climates have proven 
detrimental to this function. 

AS you evaluate the closure recommendations and criteria, 
please consider these issues and the many others raised and send to you 
by members of the community surrounding DDOU. We feel you will come to 
agree with us that DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully, 

Address ovuL U t  B Y ~ Y  





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

I would like to take this opportunity to express my concern 
with regard to the recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot 
Ogden, UT (DDOU). The people of this community, as well as depot 
employees and their families, are certainly feeling the sting of DLAvs 
recommendation. 

We are concerned because we feel DDOU provides a necessary 
service to all Americans and many nations of the free world. The 
distribution service, customer support, and humanitarian relief 
provided by DDOIJ is of excellent quality and offers U.S. taxpayers an 
exceptional IvReal Dollarv1 savings year after year, rather than adding 
to our already astronomically high national debt. 

In an independent study of all DLA depots, conducted by Peat, 
Marwick Associates in 1993, DDOU is clearly identified as the depot 
which Ivrepresents the wisest use of taxpayer dollarsvv and "provides the 
best service of any depot in the entire nationu. 

If DDOU has consistently been rated as the best and most cost 
efficient depot in the nation, why has it been recommended for closure? 
What really is the rational behind the recommendation? 

Major General Farrell is reported. to have told the BRAC 
Commission that DLAvs goal is to place all our nationls defense support 
structure on the coastal seaboards. Was this the rational behind the 
recommendation to close DDOU? 

Historically, DoD has placed major storage and repair depots 
inland to keep them from "harms wayvv and out of easy reach of open sea 
lanes. From this standpoint, and in view of DDOUvs demonstrated 
excellent work ethic, customer service record, and ability to provide 
real dollars savings to taxpayers, please help us provide a more secure 
future of freedom for all Americans by removing DDOU from the Base 
Closure List. 

Sincerely, 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

I would like to take this opportunity to express my concern 
with regard to the recommendation to close Defense ~istribution Depot 
Ogden, UT (DDOU). The people of this community, as well as depot 
employees and their families, are certainly feeling the sting of DLA1s 
recommendation. 

We are concerned because we feel DDOU provides a necessary 
service to all Americans and many nations of the free world. The 
distribution service, customer support, and humanitarian relief 
provided by DDOU is of excellent quality and offers U.S. taxpayers an 
exceptional "Real DollarI1 savings year after year, rather than adding 
to our already astronomically high national debt. 

In an independent study of all DLA depots, conducted by Peat, 
Marwick Associates in 1993, DDOU is clearly identified as the depot 
which "represents the wisest use of taxpayer dollarsu and "provides the 
best service of any depot in the entire nationn. 

If DDOU has consistently been rated as the best and most cost 
efficient depot. in the nation, why has it been recommended for closure? 
What really is the rational behind the recommendation? 

Major General Farrell is reported to have told the BRAC 
commission that DLA1s goal is to place all our nation's defense support 
structure on the coastal seaboards. Was this the rational behind the 
recommendation to close DDOU? 

Historic!ally, DoD has placed major storage and repair depots 
inland to keep them from "harms wayn and out of easy reach of open sea 
lanes. From this standpoint, and in view of DDOU1s demonstrated 
excellent work ethic, customer service record, and ability to provide 
real dollars savings to taxpayers, please help us provide a more secure 
future of freedom for all Americans by removing DDOU from the Base 
closure List. 

Sincerely, 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the "testing" depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLA1s Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLA Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
was the only DLA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 
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Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

As a resident of the community surrounding the Defense 
Distribution Depot Ogden (DDOU), I am concerned by the logic behind the 
recommendation to close the depot. 

It has been reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved to 
a "site on the west coasttt and the justification for this really has me 
puzzled. 

The DLA Detailed Analysis states in its summary that closing DDOU 
would save $21.8 million the 1st year, $20 million the next 4 years, 
and if memory serves, about $8 million a year after that. 

That's incredible! There was a comparison done which took the per 
unit processing costs at DDOU and that same west coast site and 
projected an identical potential workload for FY94 to determine what 
the total cost at each site would be. DDOUts total costs for the 
potential workload projected to be over $12 million LESS than the exact 
same workload at the west coast site. 

Both sites had the same NSNts in stock. DDOU could (and can) 
accommodate ALL stock stored at the west coast site without any 
expansion or addition cost to receive it. However, the west coast site 
could not (and still cannot) accommodate all the stock from DDOU 
without building a $17 million BISARS storage complex which is funded 
for construction but has not been started. 

So, where's the logic? If DDOU took over the functions of the 
west coast site, it would save at least $12 million a year in normal 
processing costs, $17 million by not building an unneeded building, and 
probably the same $21 million DLA projects it would save closing DDOU. 
That's $50 million possible in the first year if the west coast site 
were closed instead of DDOU! 

WHERE'S THE; LOGIC? You and BRAC Commission members must decide 
which sites to close and which to leave open. If the above figures 
prove to be even close to true, then DDOU should be removed from the 
Base Closure List. 

Sincerely, 
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Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and Dot), year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the "depot of choiceH selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU would be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. 

Why then, has the "number one" depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAc criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another "undo~umented~~ 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to a.ccept or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 
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Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman : 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

Statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the I1depot of choicef1 selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot t.o process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU would. be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. 

Why then, has the "number onef1 depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another lfundocumentedlf 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the united States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, /' 
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Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

The recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden, 
UT (DDOU) is of great concern to me and the members of this community, 
as well as the depot employees and their families. 

In reviewing the information in the DLA Detail Analysis 
supporting their recommendation, we question the validity of the 
selection based on the criteria requested by your commission. There 
are innumerable areas where the facts and figures don't seem to 
Itadd up1'. 

DDOU has a well-earned reputation for being a cost effective 
and performancze efficient depot. It has proven itself time and time 
again in meeting the challenges of mission accomplishment and cost 
savings. 

DDOU has developed, tested, and implemented many computer 
systems and in~provements for DLA and DoD. The depot was also 
instrumental in the successful development and implementation of the 
Workforce Cert-ification Program and the use of the ME hand-held 
computer scanners used for inventory and location accuracy. 

Over all, as DDOU1s "track record1' is compared to other depots 
and facilities, the facts will speak for themselves. DDOU consistently 
demonstrates high work quality, productiv.ity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. How can this history of success and achievement suddenly 
NOT be enough to justify DDOU1s continued existence as a major 
distribution site in DoD? 

Please carefully evaluate the facts. I'm confident you will 
conclude that for the good of our military forces and the people of the 
United States DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Sincerely, 
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Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

I would like to take this opportunity to express my concern 
with regard to the recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot 
Ogden, UT (DDOU). The people of this community, as well as depot 
employees and their families, are certainly feeling the sting of DLAts 
recommendation. 

We are concerned because we feel DDOU provides a necessary 
service to all Americans and many nations of the free world. The 
distribution service, customer support, and humanitarian relief 
provided by DDOU is of excellent quality and offers U.S. taxpayers an 
exceptional "Real Dollart1 savings year after year, rather than adding 
to our already astronomically high national debt. 

In an independent study of all DLA depots, conducted by Peat, 
Marwick ~ssociates in 1993, DDOU is clearly identified as the depot 
which Itrepresents the wisest use of taxpayer dollarst1 and ttprovides the 
best service of any depot in the entire nationtt. 

If DDOU has consistently been rated as the best and most cost 
efficient depot in the nation, why has it been recommended for closure? 
What really is the rational behind the recommendation? 

Major General Farrell is reported to have told the BRAC 
Commission that DLAts goal is to place all our nation's defense support 
structure on the coastal seaboards. Was this the rational behind the 
recommendation to close DDOU? 

Historic:ally, DoD has placed major storage and repair depots 
inland to keep them from "harms wayf1 and out of easy reach of open sea 
lanes. From this standpoint, and in view of DDOUts demonstrated 
excellent work ethic, customer service record, and ability to provide 
real dollars savings to taxpayers, please help us provide a more secure 
future of freedom for all Americans by removing DDOU from the Base 
Closure List. 

Sincerely, 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. chairman : 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU). 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the "testingf1 depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLA1s Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLA Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
was the only D.A depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 
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Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

I am writing to express my opposition to the recommendation to 
close Defense ~istribution Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU). As a concerned 
citizen, I am flabbergasted at the distortions of information which 
appear to have been perpetrated in the consideration process which led 
to the closure recommendation. 

The DLA ~etailed Analysis, which supposedly explains and justifies 
the selections, contains charts and information which seems to be 
questionable at the very least. One chart, in particular, is a 
comparison analysis of the most economical functioning of a variety of 
combinations of DLA distribution sites. The cost figures printed 
indicate that closing DDOU and Memphis is the most cost efficient 
scenario. However, careful reading of the chart reveals that all 
possible combinations were not investigated. 

Additionally, data for Sharpe Army Depot, Tracy Army Depot, and 
the Rough & Ready Site in the same area of California, was combined and 
reviewed as one activity; while the data for the three sites which make 
up DDOU was reviewed as three separate activities. The combination of 
the California sites into one activity made it impossible to review 
each as a separate activity or in alternative combinations with other 
activities that might prove to be more economical than the findings 
published in the Detailed Analysis. 

This combining of data into one activity gave obvious advantage 
to that activity in the area of throughput, a critical data point which 
weighs heavily in the BRAC criteria of military value. considering 
these activities as one is neither appropriate nor equitable for BRAC 
purposes. To be most accurate and fair, BRAC submissions must remain 
descreet by site. 

As you evaluate the closure recommendations and investigate 
questionable criteria, I trust you will conclude, as I have, that DDOU 
should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully, 
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Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU). 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the tltestinglt depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLAts Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect, The d e y t  received the 
prestigious D:LA Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
was the only DLA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a c~mscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 
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Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

After reading the articles and letters appearing in our local 
newspaper, I am writing to add my feelings of concern to those 
expressed by other members of this community about the recommendation 
to close Defense ~istribution Depot Ogden (DDOU). 

DDOU has a well-earned reputation for being a cost effective and 
performance efficient depot. The depot is strategically located at a 
cross roads of major interstate highways, north-south and east-west, 
and has immediate access to major rail and air transportation 
facilities. 

DDOU has a record of excellent customer service and fast, 
efficient, cost effective delivery. Defense Service Centers, such as 
DISC, DESC, and DCSC, have written Mcustomer endorsementsw expressing 
preference of DDOU as the distribution site to process their workloads. 
Unfortunately, the Service Centers are frequently not allowed to select 
the most cost efficient depot. Statements have been made by Service 
Center personnel that the Commander at Region West has intentionally 
diverted work assigned to DDOU to the west coast in an attempt to 
decrease DDOU1s workload and raise its Unit Cost. If it's true, and 
some DDOU workload figures in FY94 indicate it could be, it should be 
thoroughly investigated and the facts taken into any closure 
considerations. 

The Peat Marwick study commissioned by DLA provided an analysis 
which established that DDOU functioning as a Primary Distribution Site 
was the most economical structure to support DLA's overall distribution 
mission. Why were the conclusions of this extensive and costly study 
ignored by DLA after they commissioned it? What happened to the need 
to save taxpayer dollars and still provide the best service possible to 
our defense forc:es and other customers? 

Please evaluate the facts and for the good of our military forces 
and the people of the United States remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Sincerely, 
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Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

I am writing to express my opposition to the recommendation to 
close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU). As a concerned 
citizen, I am flabbergasted at the distortions of information which 
appear to have been perpetrated in the consideration process which led 
to the closure recommendation. 

The DLA Detailed Analysis, which supposedly explains and justifies 
the selections, contains charts and information which seems to be 
questionable at the very least. One chart, in particular, is a 
comparison analysis of the most economical functioning of a variety of 
combinations of DLA distribution sites. The cost figures printed 
indicate that closing DDOU and Memphis is the most cost efficient 
scenario. However, careful reading of the chart reveals that all 
possible combinistions were not investigated. 

Additionally, data for Sharpe Army Depot, Tracy Army Depot, and 
the Rough & Ready Site in the same area of California, was combined and 
reviewed as one activity; while the data for the three sites which make 
up DDOU was reviewed as three separate activities. The combination of 
the California sites into one activity made it impossible to review 
each as a separate activity or in alternative combinations with other 
activities that might prove to be more economical than the findings 
published in the Detailed Analysis. 

This combining of data into one activity gave obvious advantage 
to that activity in the area of throughput, a critical data point which 
weighs heavily in the BRAC criteria of military value. Considering 
these activities as one is neither appropriate nor equitable for BRAC 
purposes. To be most accurate and fair, BRAC submissions must remain 
descreet by site. 

As you evaluate the closure recommendations and investigate 
questionable criteria, I trust you will conclude, as I have, that DDOU 
should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully, 





Mr* Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

After reading the articles and letters appearing in our local 
newspaper, I am writing to add my feelings of concern to those 
expressed by other members of this community about the recommendation 
to close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden (DDOU). 

DDOU has a well-earned reputation for being a cost effective and 
performance efficient depot. The depot is strategically located at a 
cross roads of major interstate highways, north-south and east-west, 
and has immediate access to major rail and air transportation 
facilities. 

DDOU has a record of excellent customer service and fast, 
efficient, cost effective delivery. Defense Service Centers, such as 
DISC, DESC, and DCSC, have written llcustomer endorsementsw expressing 
preference of DDOU as the distribution site to process their workloads. 
Unfortunately, the Service Centers are frequently not allowed to select 
the most cost efficient depot. Statements have been made by Service 
Center personnel that the Commander at Region West has intentionally 
diverted work assigned to DDOU to the west coast in an attempt to 
decrease DDOU1s workload and raise its Unit Cost. If it's true, and 
some DDOU workload figures in FY94 indicate it could be, it should be 
thoroughly investigated and the facts taken into any closure 
considerations. 

The Peat Marwick study commissioned by DLA provided an analysis 
which established that DDOU functioning as a Primary Distribution Site 
was the most economical structure to support DLA's overall distribution 
mission. Why were the conclusions of this extensive and costly study 
ignored by DLA after they commissioned it? What happened to the need 
to save taxpayer dollars and still provide the best service possible to 
our defense forces and other customers? 

Please evaluate the facts and for the good of our military forces 
and the people of the United States remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Sincerely, 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

It is with much concern that I write this letter, since I, like 
many others, have a tendency to believe that Washington llbureaucratstt 
and politicians dontt care what the average taxpayer has to say. 
However, there are so many misrepresented facts and so much misleading 
information going around about the recommendation to close Defense 
Distribution Depot Ogden (DDOU) that I decided to find out if my caring 
and writing does matter. 

DDOU has served this and other communities, our military forces, 
"and the taxpayers of Utah and the United States efficiently and cost 
effectively for more than 50 years. In the 60's and 70ts, DDOUts 
dedicated, well.-educated workforce adopted an aggressive modernization 
program. Leading edge technology was incorporated into the DDOU 
processes and has been maintained to this day. Private sector 
distribution giants came to DDOU to learn the latest technologies, and 
through it all, DDOU remained the leader in DLA distribution in terms 
of efficiency, economy, and customer responsiveness. 

With the kind of record DDOU has demonstrated, it is difficult to 
understand what criteria was used to justify the closure 
recommendation. I realize there is some rather intense "political 
frictionM between DDOU and the region in the west, but surely the 
decision to close a base should be based on more than that. 

The DLA Detailed Analysis indicates the DDOU Ogden Site was scored 
against one base in the west which combined 3 sites in presenting its 
data. If this is true, the comparison was more than a little out of 
line and unjust. 

You and the BRAC commission will make the decision for or against 
closure. If you investigate this and other allegations of distorted 
data which have been called to your attention in letters and 
newspapers, I feel you will find it is in the best interests of our 
military forces and the taxpayers of the United States to remove DDOU 
from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and ~ealignment ,Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

, Chairman Dixon: 

As a resident of Utah and the community surrounding Defense 
~istribution Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU), I am concerned by the 
recommendation to close DDOU. 

It has been reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved 
to the west coast and this gives rise to many questions. 

Why was DDOU rated so low this year, when records indicate the 
depot has consistently met or exceeded the criteria set. for remaining a 
viable, functioning, low cost facility year after year? 

How can the hazardous materials storage function be moved to 
the west coast when it was originally placed at DDOU in part due to 
californials restrictions on disposal of such materials? 

Shouldn't we, as Americans, be concerned by the apparent policy 
to put ''all our eggs in two baskets1' by locating so many defense supply 
functions on the coasts? Wouldn't it be wiser to retain the most cost 
efficient, strategically located inland sites? DDOU has a demonstrated 
record of cost effectiveness and performance efficiency. It is 
centrally and uniquely located with access to major highway, rail, and 
air transportation facilities. The climate and environmental 
conditions are well-suited for long-term storage of items such as the 
DEPMEDS container hospitals, whereas coastal climates have proven 
detrimental to this function. 

As you evaluate the closure recommendations and criteria, 
please consider these issues and the many others raised and send to you 
by members of the community surrounding DDOU. We feel you will come to 
agree with us that DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully, 

Name 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700  North Moore Street, suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

-Chairman Dixon: 

I would like to take this opportunity to express my concern 
with regard to the recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot 
Ogden, UT (DDOU). The people of this community, as well as depot 
employees and their families, are certainly feeling the sting of DLAts 
recommendation. 

We are concerned because we feel DDOU provides a necessary 
service to all Americans and many nations of the free world. The 
distribution service, customer support, and humanitarian relief 
provided by DDOU is of excellent quality and offers U.S. taxpayers an 
exceptional "Real Dollar1' savings year after year, rather than adding 
to our already astronomically high national debt. 

In an independent study of all DLA depots, conducted by Peat, 
Marwick Associates in 1993, DDOU is clearly identified as the depot 
which 'Irepresents the wisest use of tz:c?zyer dcllzrs" and "providzs tho 
best service of any depot in the entire nation". 

If DDOU has consistently been rated as the best and most cost 
efficient depot in the riatioa, why has it been recommended for closure? 
What really is the rational behind the recommendation? 

ls!zjor General Ferrell is reported to have told the BRa-C 
Commission that DLA1s goal is to place all our nation's defense support 
structure on the coastal seaboards. Was this the rational behind the 
recommendation to close DDOU? 

Historically, DoD has placed major storage and repair dep~ts 
inland to keep them from "harms way" and out of easy reach of open sea 
lanes. From this standpoint, 'and in view of DDOUts demonstrated 
excellent work ethic, customer service record, and ability to provide 
real dollars savings to taxpayers, please help us provide a nore secure 
future of freedom for all Americans by removing DDOU from the Bzse 
Closure List. 

sincerely, / $ & , r ~  4u&cz. 
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Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

As a resident of Utah and the community surrounding Defense 
Distribution Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU), I am concerned by the 
recommendation to close DDOU. 

It has heen reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved 
to the west coast and this gives rise to many questions. 

Why was DDOU rated so low this year, when records indicate the 
depot has consistently met or exceeded the criteria set for remaining a 
viable, functioning, low cost facility year after year? 

How can the hazardous materials storage function be moved to 
the west coast when it was originally placed at DDOU in part due to 
California's restrictions on disposal of such materials? 

ShouldnW we, as ~mericans, be concerned by the apparent policy 
to put Itall our eggs in two basketstt by locating so many defense supply 
functions on the coasts? Wouldn't it be wiser to retain the most cost 
efficient, strategically located inland sites? DDOU has a demonstrated 
record of cost effectiveness and performance efficiency. It is 
centrally and uniquely located with access to major highway, rail, and 
air transportation facilities. The climate and environmental 
conditions are well-suited for long-term storage of items such as the 
DEPMEDS container hospitals, whereas coastal climates have proven 
detrimental to t:his function. 

As you evaluate the closure recommendations and criteria, 
please consider these issues and the many others raised and send to you 
by members of the community surrounding DDOU. We feel you will come to 
agree with us that DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully, 

4L3jZ, ImM, 
Address 

"r 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and gealignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VIL 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportuniry to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDGU has proven itself cost effective and perfom-ance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War,, Desert Storm/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

Statistically, DDOU has been repoxted as the ;.owest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the "depot of choicetp selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU would be around and continue to do its cost--saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. 

Why then, has the llnumber one1# depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another llundocumented" 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendistion for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Name ' 

I 

Address I I 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment  omm mission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
~rlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
'time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert Shield, and ~urricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

~tatist.ically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the Itdepot of choiceu selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU would be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. .' 

Why then, has the "number onevt depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another vtundocumentedlt 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces anti dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 

583 L3 57Sos. 
Address 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU). 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
'time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

Statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the "depot of choiceN selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU would be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. 

9 

Why then, has the "number onett depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another I1undocumentedtt 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 





Mr. Alan 3. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, T7A 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regamding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and pexformance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam W a r ,  Desert Storm/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

Statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in D M  and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the "depot of choice" selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU would be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. 

Why then, has the "number one" depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another "undocumentedu 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully sv.bmit:ted, 

I l 9  e 
Address 





I am enclosing a Guest Commentary I wrote and that was published 5 
april in the Standard Examiner Newspaper. I hope you and your 
staff can find time to read and consider what I have to say. 

I have over 30 years service at Defense ~istribution Depot Ogden, 
most of which was as a top management official and feel I am very 
qualified to know what has and will happen if we ever have another 
major military action in the Pacific area. 

DLA1s plan to close DDO and replace it with the Sharpe Depot has 
gross weaknesses to it. Sharpe Depot will never be capable of 
handling the workload accomplished by DDO during Vietnam. Moving 
stocks anywhere near the problem area of the Oakland Port is a 
major mistake. DDO is located at the best vantage point. 

DDO, as the primary depot for DLA stocks and with Tracy Depot 
primary for subsistence was a team that was highly successful 
during vietnam. Why discard a proven track record for one that has 
not been tested in the real world? I don't think intelligent men 
will. 

Thank You, 

/' 
H ~ o h n  L. Stewart 

1251 Hudson Street 
Ogden, UT 84404 
Phone (801) 394-0384 

6 April 1995 

Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Chairman Dixon: 





Guest Commentary 
1 

ySupp& depot should 
stay in 'hub of West' 

John Stewart 
Guest Cornmcntaly 

Ogdcn was sclcct- cent o f  the liric itcnis to Vietnam: 
cd for thc building Bcsidcs rail and trucks, we moved 
o f  a supply depot trcnicndous tons o f  stock via LOGAIR 
with thc strategic lo- flights out o f  t lAFB and SLC Intcrna- 
cation of. a supcrb tional airports. Wc did all o f  this in  a 
highway, rail arid air cost-cffcctivc manricr with on-time 
canabilitv to all west sllinmcnts to our trooos. 

coast ports o f  cmbarkation'and central 
scrvicc to all m~ l i ta ry  activities in  thc 
Wcstcrn United Statcs as thc compcl- 
l ing factors. 

7'hc history o f  what has actually hap- 
pcncd sincc 1940 bears out thc facts 
and proof that Ogdcn was and still is 
.the trcnikndous "hub o f  thc Wcst." 

Thc rccords achicvcd ovcr thc years 
by DDO arc proof bcyond a doubt that 
i t  is thc No.1 supply dcpot. I t  has al- 
ways bccn numbcr onc in: 
'. I. Cost cKcctivcncss. 
, 2. Highcst productivity pcr cmploycc. 

3. Rcsponsivcncss l o  all situations. 
4. On-tinic sliipnlcnts. 

1 5. Cost reductions. 
6. lnvcntivcncss to new nianagcnlcnt 

'.programs. 
:: 7. Ncw mechanization o f  warchousc 
-0pcrations. 
: 8. Computer applications to warc- 
:liousc and transportation opcrations. 
: 9. Zero-defects pcrformancc. 
': Tlicrc arc niany others too numcrous 
;.to nicntion. 
-1 Lct's take tlic Victnam situation and 
>briclly review tlic pcrformancc o f  DDO 
/.during that pcriod. 
:: I'rior to Victnani. thc dcpot was at a 
. low o f  about 1.500 cniployccs with a 
::large portion o f  tllcsc cmploycd in Engi- 
,neering and Q M  Dcpot Maintcnancc. 
: On Jan. 1. 1964, 1)1>O was tr;lns- 
: fcrrctl from tlic Arniy to tlic 1)cli'nsc 
, Supply Agency. Its mission was vastly 
cxpantlcd in b ~ t h  arcas lo  scrvc and the 

: types o f  itcnis to handle. 
; The buildup started in  1963. arid 
@ soon after wc wcrc heavily involved in 
I supplics to Victnam. Tllc dcpot and the 
; surrounding conimunitics responded 

rapidly just as thcy had in W W l l  and 
I. Korea. 
,. - New itciiis stored wcrc clcctronics. 
.: industrial and construction. along with 
: expanded gcncral supplics. clotliing ant1 
: tcxlilcs. 

Our mission area cspandcd to west o f  
: the Mississippi and the Pacific. Wc 
: went from a few trucks and rail cars in 

and out to a pcak o f  about 186 rail cars 
; and 200 trucks in  and out each day, 
: scvcn days a wcck. I t  was whole trains 
: coniing and going. Wc wcrc sliipping 40 

percent o f  the I ILA  tonnage and 60 pcr- 

i t  couldn't havc b&n accomplished 
without DDO's always dedicated em- 
ployccs, outstandinl: comniunity sup- 
port. and cspcc~ally \Ycbcr Statc Collcgc 
(Univcrsity) furnishing as any as 650 

and gravc shifts. 
T, collcgc students to work for s on swing 

Also. tlic truck companies and tlic 
railroads were most rcsponsivc. 

No other ULA dcpot has mct such a 
lest for pcrformancc. nor do I think any 
o f  thcni arc capable o f  such a challenge; 
maybc on paper. but ncvcr in thc "rcal 
world." 

I>uring this same pcriod. we bailed 
out tlic Tracy Depot and took ovcr part 
o f  thcir subsistcncc and gcncral supplics 
missions. Wc also bailed out the Oak- 
land port. which in  cvcry major war 
mission in the Pacific bccomcs ovcr- 
loaded. backed-up, confused. ctc.. and 
asks for help. 

In  tlic carly 1990s. DLA addcd an ad- 
ditional dcpot to its system - Sharpc 
L)cpot. Why thcy took over morc stor- 
age spacc whcn thcy wcrc already in an 
cxccss position can only bc bccausc of  
some incxpcricnccd supply pcrsonncl in 
the licadquartcrs who bclicvcd storagc 
closc to thc coast is bcttcr. 

Sharpc is untcstcd and has no track 
rccord for being able to handlc DDO's 
niission in the real world o f  anothcr 
Victnani. Whcrc is good statislical cvi- 
tlcncc that Sharpc would bc nearly as 
cost-cffcctivc or could i t  perform at 
pcak cmcrgcncics'? 

7Phc Dcpartnicnt o f  Dcfcnsc and thc 
RRAC Committee's objcctivc is to 
down-six. but to retain the best possi- 
ble dcfc~isc rcatlincss posturc. 

Why would anyone want l o  closc a 
supcrb dcpot likc DDO with a proven 
track rccord during many cmcrgcncics, 
always No. I in pcrfi~rmancc. 

.l'liis \\liolc cscrcisc o f  [)LA replacing 
Ogdcn Ilcpot with Sharpc Dcpot can be 
likened to tlic ('hicago Bulls coach rc- 
placing Miclincl Jordan with a new 
rookie for the big ganic. Thc main dif- 
fcrcncc is that licrc we may bc nf ict ing 
our national fi~turc. 

.loh~r .';lcl\c.~~i.r n.cis clii.c~c~or. ol'plui~~riirg 

L l / l ~ /  l l ~ ~ l ~ l ' l ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ l / c ~ / ~ /  r c ~ . \ o l l ~ ~ ( ~ ~ ~ . ~  ur 1)I)O 110- 
/Oi,e* ~ O I I  i .~ i i ,y .  
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Supply depot should 
stay in nub of West' 

Jolm Stewart 
Guest Cornenlay 

Ogdcn was sclcct- ccnt of tlic linc itcnis to Victnam: 
cd for thc building Rcsidcs rail and trucks. we movcd 
of a supply clcpot trcnicndous tons of stock via LOGAlR 
with thc s~ratcgic lo- flights out of tlAFR and SLC Intcrna- 
cation CIT- a superb t'ional airports. Wc (.lid all of this in a 
highway. rail and air cost-cffcctivc nianricr with on-time 
capahilitv lo all wzst slrinmcnis to cur troons. 

coast ports of embarkation-and central I t  couldn't havc bccn accomplished 
scrvicc to all m~litary activities in the without DDO's always dcdicated em- 
Wcstcrn Unitcd Statcs as thc compcl- ployccs. outstandinj: community sup- 
ling factors. port, and cspccially \Ycbcr Statc Collcgc 

Tlic liistory of what has actually hap- ([Jnivcrsity) furnishing as any as 650 
pcncd sincc 1940 bcars out thc facts collcgc studcnts lo work for s on swing 
and proof that Ogdcn was and still is and grave shiSts. 

T, 
tlic trcnikndous "liub of tlic Wcst." 

'flic rccords acliicvcd ovcr tlic years 
by DDO arc proof bcyond a doubt thal 
il is tlic No.1 supply dcpot. 11 has nl- 
ways bccn nurnbcr onc in: 
'. I .  Cost c~cctivcncss. 
; 3. Highcst productivity pcr crnploycc. 

3. Rcsponsivcncss ro all situations. 
4. On-timc sliipmcnts. 

: 5. Cost reductions. 
6. lnvcntivcncss to ncw nianagcnicnt 

!.programs. 
.: 7. Ncw rncchanization of warchousc 
..operations. 
: 8. Computer applications to warc- 
:liousc and transportation opcrations. 
: 9. Zero-dcfccts pcrformancc. 
: Thcrc arc niany othcrs too numcrous 
,.to nicntion. 
1: Let's lakc the Victnam situation and 
;bricily rcvicw thc pcrfbrniancc of DDO 
:,during that pcriod. 

I'rior to Vietnam, thc dcpot was at a 
!.low of about 1,500 cniployccs will1 a 
::large portion of tl~csc cmploycd in Engi- 

nccring and QM Dcpot Maintcnancc. 
On Jan. 1 .  1964. DIlO was trnns- 

fcrrcd from the Arniy to the 1)cfcnsc 
Supply Agency. Its niissiori was vastly 
cxpandcd in both arcas to scrvc and thc 

: types of itcms lo handlc. 
; Thc buildup startcd in 1963, and 
: soon aftcr wc wcrc hcavily involved in 
: supplics to Vietnam. T l ~ c  dcpot and the 
: surrounding conimunitics rcspondcd 
I rapidly just as thcy had in WWll and 
:, Korea. 
,. - New itcnis slorctl wcrc clcctronics. 
1: industrial and construction, along with 
: cxpandcd gcncral supplies. clothing ant1 
; tcxlilcs. 

0111. ~iiission area cxp:~ndcd to \vest of 
: tlir Mississippi and tlic Pacific. We 
: wcnt Sroni a few trucks arid rail cars in 

and oul to a peak of about 186 rail cars : and 200 trucks i n  and out each d?y. 
: scvcn days a wcck. I t  was wholc tralns 
: coming and going. We wcrc shipping 40 

pcrccrit of the DLA tonnagc and 60 per- 

Also, tlic truck companies and thc 
railroads wcrc rnost rcsponsivc. 

No otlicr DLA dcpot has nict such a 
tcst for pcrfor~nancc, nor do I think any 
of tlicni arc capablc c~f  such a challcngc; 
niaybc on papcr, but ncvcr in  thc "rcal 
world." 

During this same pcriod. we bailed 
out thc Tracy Dcpot and took over part 
of thcir subsistcncc and gcncral supplics 
missions. Wc also bailed out the Oak- 
land port. w t ~ i c l ~  in cvcry niajor war 
niission in tlic Pacific bccomcs ovcr- 
loadcd. backed-up, confuscd. ctc., and 
asks for I~clp. 

In thc carly 1990s. DLA addcd an ad- 
ditional dcpot to its systcrn - Sharpc 
Ilcpot. Why thcy took ovcr morc stor- 
age space when thcy were already in an 
cxccss position can only be becausc of 
snmc incxpcricnccd supply pcrsonncl in 
lhc headquarters who bclicvcd storagc 
closc to tlic coast is bcttcr. 

Sharpc is untcstcd and has no track 
rccord for bcing able to handlc DDO's 
mission i n  thc rcal world of another 
Victnam. Whcrc is good statislical cvi- 
tlcncc that Sharpc would bc ncarly as 
cost-cffcclivc or  could i t  pcrforni at 
peak cmcrgcncics'? 

The Ilcparlnicnt of Dcfcnsc and thc 
BRA(' Committee's objcctivc is to 
down-six. but to rctain thc best possi- 
blc tlcfcnsc rc;~tlincss posturc. 

Why would anyonc want to closc a 
superb dcpot like DDO with a provcn 
track rccord during many cmcrgcncics. 
always No. I in pcrfi~rriiancc. 

Tliis ttl~olc cxcrcisc of IlLA rcplacirig 
Ogtlcn Ilcpot \\i t t i  Sharpc Dcpot call be 
likened to the ('liicago Bulls coach rc- 
placing Michncl .lordan with a new 
rookie for t l ~ c  big game. Tlic main dif- 
fcrcncc is that hcrc wc may bc alkcting 
our national fulurc. 
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Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman : 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU). 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the "testingss depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLAts Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DIA Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
was the only DLA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 

9 O / 3 .  aCa7 & I I C ~ K R ~ ~  D(t 
Address 840/5 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
'time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Stom/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

Statist.ically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the "depot of choice11 selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU would be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. 

,' 

Why then, has the "number oneu depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another ~fundocumented18 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

As a resident of the community surrounding the Defense 
Distribution-Depot Ogden (DDOU), I am concerned by the logic behind the 
recommendation to close the depot. 

It has been reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved to 
a ''site on the west coastw and the justification for this really has me 
puzzled. 

The DLA Detailed Analysis states in its summary that closing DDOU 
would save $21.8 million the 1st year, $20 million the next 4 years, 
and if memory serves, about $8 million a year after that. 

That's incredible! There was a comparison done which took the per 
unit processing costs at DDOU and that same west coast site and 
projected an identical potential workload for FY94 to determine what 
the total cost at each site would be. DDOU's total costs for the 
potential workload projected to be over $12 million LESS than the exact 
same workload at the west coast site. 

Both sites had the same NSN1s in stock. DDOU could (and can) 
accommodate ALL stock stored at the west coast site without any 
expansion or addition cost to receive it. However, the west coast site 
could not (and still cannot) accommodate all the stock from DDOU 
without building a $17 million BISARS storage complex which is funded 
for construction but has not been started. 

So, where's the logic? If DDOU took over the functions of the 
west coast site, it would save at least $12 million a year in normal 
processing costs, $17 million by not building an unneeded building, and 
probably the same $21 million DLA projects it would save closing DDOU. 
That's $50 million possible in the first year if the west coast site 
were closed instead of DDOU! 

WHERE'S THE LOGIC? You and BRAC Commission members must decide 
which sites to close and which to leave open. If the above figures 
prove to be even close to true, then DDOU should be removed from the 
Base Closure List. 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. chairman : 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern-regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot O<&WT,FT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

Statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA andbDoD,, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the Itdepot of choicet1 selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU woultl be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. 

Why then, has the "number one" depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another tlundocumentedll 
political maneuver? 

You and t h e  BRAC commission have t h e  power t o  accep t  o r  reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base closure List. 

Respectfully submitt.ed, 

Address 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

As a resident of Utah and the community surrounding Defense 
~istribution Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU), I am concerned by the 
recommendation to close DDOU. 

It has been reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved 
to the west coast and this gives rise to many questions. 

Why was DDOU rated so low this year, when records indicate the 
depot has consistently met or exceeded the criteria set for remaining a 
viable, functioning, low cost facility year after year? 

How can the hazardous materials storage function be moved to 
the west coast when it was originally placed at DDOU in part due to 
~alifornia's restrictions on disposal of such materials? 

Shouldn't we, as Americans, be concerned by the apparent policy 
to put "all our eggs in two basketsv by locating so many defense supply 
functions on the coasts? Wouldn't it be wiser to retain the most cost 
efficient, strategically located inland sites? DDOU has a demonstrated 
record of cost effectiveness and performance efficiency. It is 
centrally and uniquely located with access to major highway, rail, and 
air transportation facilities. The climate and environmental 
conditions are well-suited for long-term storage of items such as the 
DEPMEDS container hospitals, whereas coastal climates have proven 
detrimental to this function. 

As you evaluate the closure recommendations and criteria, 
please consider these issues and the many others raised and send to you 
by members of the community surrounding DDOU. We feel you will come to 
agree with us that DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully, 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr.  ha irman : 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU). 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

Statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the ''depot of choicen selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would 1ead.one to believe 
that DDOU would be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. 

Why then, has the "number onett depot'suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another ttundocumentedll 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 

~ddress + BY@" 

2185 Custer Ave 





Mr. A l a n  J .  D i x o n ,  C h a i r m a n  
D e f e n s e  B a s e  C l o s u r e  a n d  R e a l i g n m e n t  
C o m ~ n i s s i o n  1700 N o r t h  M o o r e  S t r e e t ,  S u i t e  14.25 
Ar 1 i n g t o n ,  V A  22209 

Mr. C h a i r m a n :  

A s  a I5lember o f  t h e  c o m m u n i t y  i n  w h i c h  i.t: i : ?  l o c a t e d ,  I 
w i ~ u l d  l i k e  t o  s p e a k  a g a i n s t  t h e  r e c o m m e n d a t i o . r i  t o  c l o s ; e  
d e f e n s e  D i s t r i b u t i o n  D e p o t  U g d e n ,  UT ( D D U U ) .  

D D O U  h a s  c o n s i s t e r l t l y  b e e n  a c o s t  e f t e c t j v e  a n d  
p e r f o r m a n c e  e f f r c i c n t  d e p o t .  I t  h a s  a w e  l 1 - e d i ~ c a t e c i  a n d  
h i g h l y  p r o c e s s i o n a l  w o r k t o r c e  w h i c h  h a s  c o n t r i b u t e d  much t o  
t h i s  c o m m u n i t y ,  o u r  n a t i o n a l  d e f e n s e ,  a n d  t h l -  h u m a n i t a r i a n  
r e 1  i r f  o f  Inany n a t i o n s  o f  t h e  w o r l d .  

U v e r  t h e  y e a r s  D D O U  h a s  b e e n  t h e  " t e s t . i n ; "  ( d e p o t  t a r  
many new c o m p u t e r  s y s t e m s  f o r  DL,A a n d  Dot). I13WASP. DWASF', 
and o t h e r  r i y s t e m s  s u c h  a s  DSS c u r r e n t l y  b e i n g  t e s t e d ,  h a v e  
b e e n  p e r  f t - c t e d  a t  DDOII a n d  imp l e m e n t e d  t h r  clu : & I O U  t t h e  U .  S.  
d e f e n s e  syk i tem.  

UDUU w a s  t h e  t e s t  f a c i l i t y  f o r  DLA's Mc)dei I n s t a l  i d t i o n  
P r o g r a m  a n d  d e p o t  e m p l o y e e  s u ; { g e s t  i o n s  s a v e d  U .  ;. t a x p a y e r s  
o v e r  $ 5  m i '  l i o n  d u r i n g  t h e  y e a ; s  t h e  p i  o g r a m  was; I e f f e c t .  
T h e  d e p o t  r e c e i v e d  t h e  p r e s t i g i o u s  DLA Mode I n ~ j t a l  l a t i o n  
Award f o r  s i x  c o n s e c u t i v e  y t 2 a r s  a n d  w a s  t h e  or11 / DLA d e p o t  t o  
r e c e i v e  t h a t  a w a r d .  

I t  d ~ ~ e s n ' t  seem t o  make  g o o d  b u r : i n e s s  s e l l z e  .o c l o s e  d 
d e p o t  w h i c t ~  h a s  a c o n s c i e n t i o u s ,  d e p e r ~ d a b  l e  W I I C  kf  r ~ r c e ,  h a s  
p r o v e n  c o s t  e t - t e c t i v e  t c ~  o ~ s ~ ~ r a t e ,  i 3 e a ~ i  l y , 2 c c k - s s i b  1 e t o  
hi g h w 3 y ,  r a i  1 .  and a i r  s h i p p i n g ,  has u p g r  ,112ed s t o r a g e  
f a c i l i t i e s ,  a n d  a l s o  has e x p a n s i o n  space a v a i l a i ~ l e .  

T h e  t , a s k  of d e t e r m i n i n ; ;  w h i c h  f a c i  i i t: i .es s h o u l d  b e  
c l o s e d  o r  rea l  i g n e d  i s  d i f f i c u l t .  t o  b e  s u r e .  H ~ . j ~ ~ e v e r ,  a s  y o u  
e v a l u a t e  t .he c r i t e r i a  w h i c h  h a s  been s e t  f o r  d e t e r m i n i n g  
t h e s e  a c : t i o n s  a n d  j l ~ d g e  t h e  d e p o t  on  i t s  i s ,  I am 
c o n f  i d e n t  y o u  w i  l a g r e e  t h a t  k e e p i n g  D D O U  o p e n  c r i  1 1  be h i g h l y  
b e n e f i c i a l  t o  o u r  n a t i o n a l  d e f e n s e  a n d  t h e  m i 2 ; s i o n s  s e r v e d  
t h r o u g h o u t  t h e  w o r l d .  P l e a s e  r e m o v e  DDOU frorn t h e  Base 
C l o s u r e  L i s t .  

R e s p e c t f u l l y ,  





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

I would like to take this opportunity to express my concern 
with regard to the recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot 
Ogden, UT (DDOU). The people of this community, as well as depot 
employees and their families, are certainly feeling the sting of DLA8s 
recommendation. 

We are concerned because we feel DDOU provides a necessary 
service to all Americans and many nations of the free world. The 
distribution service, customer support, and humanitarian relief 
provided by DDOU is of excellent quality and offers U.S. taxpayers an 
exceptional "Real Dollarn savings year after year, rather than adding 
to our already astronomically high national debt. 

In an independent study of all DLA depots, conducted by Peat, 
Marwick Associates in 1993, DDOU is clearly identified as the depot 
which "represents the wisest use of taxpayer dollarsm and "provides the 
best service of any depot in the entire nation1'. 

If DDOU has consistently been rated as the best and most cost 
efficient depot in the nation, why has it been recommended for closure? 
What really is the rational behind the recommendation? 

Major General Farrell is reported to have told the BRAC 
Commission that DLAts goal is to place all our nation's defense support 
structure on the coastal seaboards. Was this the rational behind the 
recommendation to close DDOU? 

Historically, DoD has placed major storage and repair depots 
inland to keep them from "harms way1' and out of easy reach of open sea 
lanes. From this standpoint, and in view of DDOU8s demonstrated 
excellent work ethic, customer service record, and ability to provide 
real dollars savings to taxpayers, please help us provide a more secure 
future of freedom for all Americans by removing DDOU from the Base 
Closure List. 

Sincerely, 

2 7  cv CC,C- byk 
Address / 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Cl.osure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the "testinguu depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLA1s Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLA. Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
was the only DLA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

v 

. Mr. Chairman: 

The recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden, 
UT (DDOU) is of great concern to me and the members of this community, 
as well as the depot employees and their families. 

In reviewing the information in the DLA Detail Analysis 
supporting their recommendation, we question the validity of the 
selection based on the criteria requested by your commission. There 
are innumerable areas where the facts and figures dontt seem to 
"add upN. 

DDOU has a well-earned reputation for being a cost effective 
and performance efficient depot. It has proven itself time and time 
again in meeting the challenges of mission accomplishment and cost 
savings. 

DDOU has developed, tested, and implemented many computer 
systems and improvements for DLA and DoD. The depot was also 
instrumental in the successful development and implementation of the 
Workforce Certification Program and the use of the ME hand-held 
computer scanners used for inventory and location accuracy. 

Over al.1, as DDOUts "track recordtt is compared to other depots 
and facilities, the facts will speak for themselves. DDOU consistently 
demonstrates high work quality, productiv.ity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. How can this history of success and achievement suddenly 
NOT be enough to justify DDOUts continued existence as a major 
distribution site in DoD? 

Please carefully evaluate the facts. I'm confident you will 
conclude that for the good of our military forces and the people of the 
United States DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Sincerely, 





April 4, 1995 

Chairman Alan J. Dixon 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Chariman Dixon: 

As an employee of Defense Distribution Depot in Ogden, Utah, I 
am concerned not only for myself but for all the dedicated 
employees at this facility regarding the BRAC decision to 
close us down. 

We, along with our major customer, U.S. Army medical Material 
Agency were quite surprised at the announcement as stated 
in a personnel letter recently received. 

I find it rather alarming that they in fact did not seem 
to be aware of this decision or that they were not approached 
in determining the military value here at DDOU. 

I work in the Depmeds Function, where I inspect mobile 
hospitals before they leave our depot. As an employee, I 
proud to say that DDOU has proven itself time and time again. 
We have been the test facility for a number of programs 
including Mowasp, Dwasp, and the latest being DSS. We were 
the test facility for the Model Installations Program and 
have ranked number one for several years. We were also in 
instrumental in workforce certification as well as many other 
programs too numberous to mention. It is my understanding 
that Utah was the site chosen for the Depmeds program. If 
we were a prime site then, DDOU should be an excellent site 
now. The workforce in the depmeds area are so trained and 
efficient that they have meet every deadline for hospitals 
going out since its birth. 

DDOU has always been a leader in DLA and will continue to be 
as long as only the real facts and figures are used to 
determine which depot should be closed. I know that the task 
of determining which facilities to close or realign is 
difficult, but by looking at the facts and leaving the 
political concerns out, I am confident that you will agree 
that Defense Distribution Depot, Ogden is vital to DLA 
and to its customers! 

A reply of any pending action or events would be greatly 
appreciated. SAVE DDOU!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 





F l p 2 3 - ,  
ee Ann Peart 

1 4 2 4  N. 2 0 0 0  W. 
Ogden, Utah 8 4 4 0 4  





Chairman, Alan J. Dixon 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 

, l i  
. Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Chairman Dixon, 

I am writing as a concerned citizen and as an employee at Defense Depot 
Ogden. 

I do understand our country's position in reducing military infrastructure 
and I do appreciate the difficult decisions that the commission has to make 
in the next few months regarding the future of many installations. 

Those decisions that you and the commission have to make need to be based 
on good business sense, leaving politics and prejudice out. This whole 
exercise is based on reducing government spending and more effectiveness. 

The Defense Depot Ogden has always been the top rated depot in DLArfor 
efficiency and quality of work. Our BRAC numbers can bear that out. 

DLA's decision was based on the fact that they want to move depot 
operations to the coast, with total disregard to the criterion established 
to select candidates for closure. This does not make good business sense. 

At a time when private companies are relocating away from the coasts to 
become more central to all of their customers, DLA is qoinq in the opposite 
direction. 

If the decision to close depots within DLA was beinq made by the supply 
centers and customers, Defense Depot Ogden would be the last one to qo 
based on the excellent service we provide and the way we do our job. 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

I would like to take this bpportunity to express my concern 
with regard to the recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot 
Ogden, UT (DDOU). The people of +:his community, as well as depot 
employees and t.heir families, are certainly feeling the sting of DLAgs 
recommendation. 

'- C --- --.l.L - 
We are concerned because we feel DDOU provides a necessary 

service to all Americans and many nations of the free world. The 
distribution service, customer support, and humanitarian relief 
provided by DDOU is of excellent quality and offers U.S. taxpayers an 
exceptional nReal Dollarg1 savings year after year, rather than adding 
to our already astronomically high national debt. 

In an independent study of all DLA depots, conducted by Peat, 
Marwick Associates in 1993, DDOU is clearly identified as the depot 
which "represents the wisest use of taxpayer dollarsn and "provides the 
best service of any depot in the entire nationgg. 

If DDOU' has consistently been rated as the best and most cost 
efficient depot in the nation, why has it been recommended for closure? 
What really is the rational behind the recommendation? 

Major General Farrell is reported to have told the BRAC 
Commission that DLA1s goal is to place all our nation's defense support 
structure on the coastal seaboards. Was this the rational behind the 
recommendation to close DDOU? 

Historically, DoD has placed major storage and repair depots 
inland to keep them from "harms wayM and out of easy reach of open sea 
lanes. From this standpoint, and in view of DDOUgs demonstrated 
excellent work ethic, customer service record, and ability to provide 
real dollars savings to taxpayers, please help us provide a more secure 
future of freedom for all Americans by removing DDOU from the Base 
Closure List. 

Sincerely, 

h a r k  S. Stookey / 
Name 
12.5 S. I t u s s e l l  Lane 
Rush Val ley,  Utah tsi4.069 

Address 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moors Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a coricerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU). 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

Statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the "depot of choicew selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU would be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. 

Why then, has the ttnumber onew depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another ltundocumentedll 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept'or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU t:o continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 





3 April 1995 

Cha i rman Alan J . D ixon 
Defense Base Closure & Real igrlmc-nt C.orrrnission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon, 

As a quick introduction, I, Carolyn J3rurison, was asked in May 94 to 
serve as BRAC 95 Project Officer, representirly Defense Dis'tribution Depot 
%den (DDO[J). Before receiving the BRAC 95 data call, I btyan studying the 
93 BRAC process, particularly, DLA's Base Realignment and Closure Detailed 
Analysis, dated 12 March 1993. Being aware of the sensitivity on t-hc question 
regarding depot thruput, I attempted to validate our input with data recorded 
in the final t3llying of BRAC 93 records from the Detailed Analysis. 

On Enclosure (page 2) f ]:om this Detailed Analysis yc~u c,an see how the 
depots were ranked on excess cay~ci ty. The k.ey to ident i f ic:ati on of the 
depots is on B-iclosure (pages 3 and 4 ) .  

When I compared the thrilput recorded for Depot #I1 j whilzh represented 
IIDOLJ) I discovered that the printed figure for thruput did not represent our 
input from our BRAC data files -- see Enclosure page 5. Apparently, the 
thruput figure we submitted was recorded with Depot #1, Warner 'iobbins 
Distribution Depot. This fact concerned me enough to repoi-I: it to Inspector 
General personnel at DDRW as wel.1 as visiting DoD Inspectol: Genmal personnel 
and again to C4O persorincl visit:ing it1 Oct 1394. 'I: realize? thi.; information 
was "water under the bridgeu and it did not impact any deci:jiorl for closure, 
at least not with DDOIJ. 

Last week as I was re-reviewing this "clerical erroir" I also validated 
information from the other columns of the Excess Capacity 1)reakout (shown on 
page 2). All data from line 1, ( D D 1 )  ~mtches data submittc!cl hy DDOTJ; this 
includes attainable cubic feet o f  hulk ~;tor ,3ge,  hi n locatiolls and rack 
locdtions and percentages used of each of the three cat.egor-ies. Our BRAC 
submission is shown on page 7. 

As I stated earlier, this, of tcotlrse, is "water unclr:r the bridge" but 
correction of this "cll~rical error" would havc put DDOlJ as rl~mbt-.r one on this 
1 ist for excess capacity. 

Isn ' t it interesting how with 110 degradation of phy5;ica:i capacity 
at DDOU, we car1 now move from #1 position of excess capacit.1' ant1 thruput, 
vi tal categnri ??s of mi 1 i tary value, to such a low level as t:o Ists placed on the 
BRAC 95 closure list? 





Please feel free to contact me if I can be of any : fur ther  assistance. 
My home addres:j is: 1277 Far1 Drive, laden, Utah 84404. 

Sincerely, 

Ehcl (7 pages) 

Copy furnished: 
GAO ( Mr. Dave Warren ) 
Hill/DDOU 95 (Mr. Mike Pavich) 

P.S. Please be aware that we will answer any questions yoc may have such 
as those on thl:uput, obtainable cubic :Eeet of storage, or caclsts,, even though 
we have been advised by our former competitor, now our Region Headquarters, 
not to brief on those things. 





Logistics 

BASE REALIGNMENT A N D  CLOSURE 
DETAILED ANALYSIS 

12 March 1993 





EXCESS CAPACITY 

DEPOT 

TOTALS 

BULK BIN - 
STORAGE % USED LOCATIONS % USED 

RACKS THRUPUT 

LOCATIONS % USED CAPACITY % USED 

b 

BUILDABLE . 
ACRES 





Distribution Depots 

MISSION 
ESSENTIALITY 

MISSION I OPERATIONAL 
SUITABILITY EFFICIENCY 

EXPANDABILITY TOTAL POINTS DEPOT 

5 )  TRACY I Y I G I G 

2) NORFOLK 

3) MECHANICSBURG 

4) HILL 

8) SAN DlEGO I Y 

G 

Y 

G .  

W .6) CHARLESTON 

7 )  SAN ANTONIO 

9) NEW CUMBERLAND 1 Y I Y 1 - y  

10) PENSACOLA I Y I Y I G 

G 

G 

G 

Y 

G 

12) RICHMOND CITY I Y I Y I Y 

Y 

G 

Y 

G 

Y 

15) SHARPE 

13) MEMPHIS 
- 

14) OAKLAND 

Y 

Y 

- - 

Y 

Y 





Distribution Depots 

MISSION 
ESSENTIALITY 

M l SSl ON 
SUITABILITY 

OPERATIONAL 
EFFICIENCY 

EXPANDABILITY I TOTAL POINTS DEPOT 
. . - - -. - 

16) JACKSONVILLE 
. - - - - - -- -- 

17) CHERRY POINT 
- 

18) TOOELE 

2 0 )  PUGET S O U N D  

21) TOBYHANNA 

2 2 )  OKLAHOMA CITY 

23) COLUMBUS 

25) LETTERKENNY 
-- -- 

26) ANNISTON 
- -  

2 7 )  RED R I V E R  
- 

28) ALBANY 

29) BARSTOW 





Distribution Depots 

DEPOT I MISSION MISSION I OPERATIONAL 
ESSENTIALITY SUITABILITY EFFICIENCY 

EXPANDABILITY TOTAL POINTS 

-- 

2) NORFOLK 

3) MECHANICSBURG 

4) HILL 

5 )  TRACY 
bd 

6) CHARLESTON 

7 )  SAN ANTONIO 

8) SAN DlEGO 

9) NEW CUMBERLAND 

10) PENSACOLA 

G 

Y 

G 

Y 

Y 

G 

Y 

Y 

Y 

G 

G 

G 

G 

G 

Y 

G 

Y 

Y 

- 

G 693 - -- - - - - 

G 659 
-- - 

G 652 -- -- - 

G 644 
-- - 

G 638 

G 631 

G 602 
-- -- 

G 600 

Y 575 
- 

I 

Y 

G 

Y 

G 

G 

Y 

G 

Y 

G 

R 

Y 

R 

t' 

R 

G 

R 

G 

R 





Distribution Depots 

DEPOT 
- - -  

16) JACKSONVILLE 
- -. - - -- - 

IT) CHERRY POINT 
- 

18) TOOELE 

MISSION 
ESSENTIALITY 

Y 

Y ' 

Y 

19) McCLELLAN 
-Sr - 

20) PUGET SOUND 

Y 

Y 

21) TOBYHANNA 
- -- 

22) OKLAHOMA CITY 

MISSION 
SUITABILITY 

Y 

Y 

23) COLUMBUS 
- .- 

24) CORPLS CHRlSTi 

25) LETTERKENNY 
-- 

26) ANNISTON 
-- -- - 

27) RED RIVER 
- --  

28) ALBANY 
- 

29) BARSTOW 

OPERATIONAL 
EFFICIENCY 

G 

G 

R 

Y 

R 

Y 

R 

R 

R 

EXPANDABILITY I TOTAL POINTS 





E'RAC 93 DATA CALL (REVISED JANUARY 13 ,  1993) 

D. G Throughput - Defense Distribution Depot Ogden Utah 

D.G.1 ~acility throughput capacity (lines in/lines out) for an 
eight hour day. 

FACILITY -- 

OGDEN Facility 
(DM) 

HILL Facility 
(located at Hill AFB) 

TOOELE Facility 
(locaked at Tooele AD) 

THROUGHPUT CAPACITY 
(Lines in) (~ines out) 

The data is based on design throughput capabilities of DD3U and 
Hill Mechanized Material HanSing Systens and e ~ ~ i p m e n t  (JEQHS and 
MXE). Tooele has 12 eutomated czrrousels each i ~ l s h  a pick rate 
cf 20 lines/hour (12 x 8 >: 2C = 1,920,/d.il-). 

The Hill and Ogden Fzcilities-have highly auto~s~ed cenzrel 
receivirg functions using po:.:ered cDnvey?rs, di\rsrters 2nd 
ssrters with respective deily czpacities of 1,100 receipts fcr 
Eill and 4,000 for Ogden. Tsoele hzs .z central receiving 
facility using powered conveyors ar,d diverters with 300 receipts 
per d3y capak~ility. 

See the attached letter vali6sting the above fi~urss 





INITIAL INPUT 

FROM DDOU FACILITES 

ERAC 

14 SEPTEMEE 92 





Identify the DLA Storage capacity at each installation/ 
facility (do not include leased storage from private source). 
Source: Storage Space Management Report, July 1992. 

Inside St orage: 5,645,376 
33,652,000 

80 

Covered Storage: 1,086,918 
7,453,076 

88 

Outdoor Storage: 15,082,000 
48 

Not Applicable 

Gross Square Feet 
Gross Cubic Feet 
Percent Occupied (percent 
occupied based on net space 
available for storage). 
Gross Square Feet 
Gross Cubic Feet 
Percent Occupied (percent 
occupied based on net space 
available for storage). 
Gross Square Feet 
Percent Occupied (improved) 
Percent Occupied (unimproved) 
(percent occupied based on net 
space available for storage; 
10,162,000 GSF is in standby 
status). 

No leased storage space from a private contractor/company. 

Identify. Source: Storage Space Management Report, July 
1992. 

1,389,777 Bin locations/58 percent occupied. 
74,679 Rack locations/88 percent occupied. 

31,823,000 Attainable Cubic feet of Bulk Storage/89 percent 
occupied 

Materiel Storage: 

No materiel stored improperly. 
Not applicable. 

Were deliveries/shipment delays due to weather conditions or 
natural calamities during the past five years? If so, 
explain. 

Infrequent delays of air traffic out of Hill AFB and Salt Lake 
City International have occurred in the past five years. We 
have also experienced some minor delays in surface movement 
because of snow and floods. 

Note: The above statement applies to all three facilities. 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, Va 22209 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

I appreciate the opportunity to express my concern over the closing 
of Defense Distribution Depot Ogden (DDOU). As an employee of DDOU 
I can understand the emotion and stress suffered by all employees, 
nation wide, who are having their jobs discontinued because of 
Military down-sizing; however, the serious nature of this action 
requires input not only from the DDOU/Hill Committee, working so 
hard to let you know how important both facilities are to our 
national security, but also from rank and file employees like 
myself. 

I understand the same criteria is used to evaluate all DOD 
Facilities so that the process is fair and honest. We at Defense 
Depot Ogden feel this obligation has been violated, and that many 
of the true facts and figures provided to your committee have been 
distorted and skewed to show a very negative picture of DDOU. A 
good-natured competitive spirit has always flourished among the 
Depots and we have always put forth the added effort to maintain a 
number one rating in every aspect of shipping, storage, and 
receiving. The present role we play makes it difficult to be 
recognized for our unique ideas and abilities. 

Again may I express our desire to be treated according to facts and 
figures that can and will be proven. In final judgement, if our 
Depot does not meet the criteria through fair examination, we are 
prepared to I~umbly accept closure with the best frame of mind 
possible. 

@ad-Q? 
spectfu ly, 

v a n  Baide 





BJERKE 
1325 LEWIS DRIVE 

OGDEN, UTAH 84404 

4 APR 9 5  

Mr. Allan J ,  Dixon 
Chai rman , 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 N. Moore Street 
Suite 1 4 2 5  
Arlington, VA 2 2 2 0 9  

Dear Mr. Dixon, 

I'm writing about my concern that Defense Depot O(3den Utah (DDOU) has 
been listed for closure under BRAC. 

Yes, I am an employee and my job is affected, but my concern stems 
from the fact: that I am also an Army Reservist for 2 5  years and that 
the Defense posture of our country is being affected. 

I realize the need for downsizing and heartily support it. I am 
concerned tha!t the approach needs to be well thourjht out based on our 
projected Defense needs for the coming years. With that strategy 
established w e  then need to deve1.0~ a strong, valid set of criteria 
against which to evaluate each type of Defense 1n::;talll.ation. If this 
approach is honestly and fairly taken then those installations that 
meet the set criteria should be kept, the others offered for closure. 

This is the part of the process that bothers me. DLA did set up, 
what seems to be, a good se ' t  of criteria. But tht::~~ sc?v(:ral things 
happened. One, either inadvertently or with purpose, some of the 
data for DDOU was either misstated or misaligned t c j  another 
Installation. Two, DLA did not adhere to a consistent application of 
its criteria to each Installation. Where it suited DLA's purpose 
they discarded or downgraded the importance of certain criteria. 

DLA winds up with two primary distribution center:, (PDCs) about 2 5  
miles apart in Northern California. This area is in a very active 
earthquake zone and both FDC's could be affected wjth a major 
earthquake. This would leave no back up in the Western United 
States. 

DDOU, with very convenient access to virtually every major Interstate 
in the West and close proximity to major railroad lines, can easily 
support the West coast from Seattle to San Dieyo. In some cases we 





car1 provide material to the West Coast quicker and mo;ce cost 
effectively that the sites in N. California. 

Another concern I have is that our Region Headquarteru in California 
has directed the Commander of DDOU to not discuss certain factual 
matters such as through-put capacity and expandabi lity with the BRAC 
visit: later t:his month. Now if we are tryirig to make good solid 
clecisioris based on important, nation supporting criteria, WHY is 
important information being withheld from the yrnllL2 tasked with the 
responsibility to decided who stays and who goes??'?? 

As a member clf the military, I want to know that i f and when 1 am 
mobilized that a support base is there to allow me to do my job. I 
want to know that we have done our best to keep tl.~cz best and most 
capable installatioriu that give us the most "bang for the buckrr. I'm 
not convinced the process to insure that is being followed. 

If done right and fairly and DDO1.J still falls out OK. At least let's 
make sure we look at those thing:; that are of military significance 
and that the process is applied consistently and fairly across the 
hoard so that we can provide the best support to our men and women in 
the military. 

Thank you for your consider(2tion. 

Rick ~ j e r k e  





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment  omm mission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

As a resident of Utah and the community surrounding Defense 
Distribution Depot Ogden, UT (DDOCI), I am concerned by the 
recommendation to close DDOU. 

It has been reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved 
to the west coast and this gives rise to many questions. 

Why was DDOU rated so low this year, when records indicate the 
depot has consistently met or exceeded th.e criteria set for remaining a 
viable, functioning, low cost facility year after year? 

How can the hazardous materials storage function be moved to 
-,he west coast. when it was originally placed at DDOY in part due to 
California's restrictions on disposal of such materials? 

Shouldn't we, as Americans, be concerned by the ap~arent policy 
c9 put "all our eggs in two basket:stt by locating so many defense sur2l)- 
functions on the coasts? Wouldn't it be wiser to retain the most cost 
- Z Z '  ' --~:c~enr, srrategically located inland sites? DDOU has a demonstrated 
rezord of cost effectiveness and performance efficiency. It is 
e.?Etrally and ui;iquely located with access to oajor tighway, rail, 2nd 
- .  ~ : r  iransporchtion facilities. The climate an3 environnental 

. . - .  zoneitions are well-suited for long-term storage oz 1tc2ns such as t5e 
DZP?:EDS container hospitals, wnereas coas~al climatss have proven 
detrimental to this function. 

As you evaluate the closure recomnendations 2nd criteria, 
please consider these issues and =he many others raised and send to yoc 
by nembers of the community surrounding DDOU. We feel you will come ts 
agree with us that DDOU should be removed from the Ease Closure List. 

Respectfully, 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

As a resident of Utah and the community surrounding Defense 
Distribution Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU), I am concerned by the 
recommendation to close DDOU. 

It has been reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved 
to the west coast and this gives rise to many questions. 

Why was DDOU rated so low this year, when records indicate the 
depot has consistently met or exceeded the criteria set for remaining a 
viable, functioning, low cost fac:ility year after year? 

How can the hazardous materials storage function be moved to 
the west cozst when :r was origir,ally placed at DDOU in part due t= 
California's reszrictions on disposal of such materials? 

to put 
functi 
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ons or, th 
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sts? 

P,mericar.s, 
two baskets 
biouldn ' t 

be concerned by the apparent policy 
I' by locating so many defense sl~pply 
it be wiser to retain the most cast 

efficient, strzte,izelly located inland sites? DDOU hc.s z. demonstrzted 
record of cosz ef f ecrFveness and perfon~ance ef f icienc:y. It is 
centrally 2x2 T 7 -  - -..c - .  UL.l,---y iocared with zccess ~ E I  rLajor hi~ghway, rail, znd 

- .  zir t-anspor--*- , ,  - -  - -;-- - -  1 ;  -; . Q~ .The_ cl hate 2rid envirclnnf~tal 
- - canditions E r E  ~:~z-_-s~ited for long-term storzge of itexs such as :!IS 

DEPMEDS container hcspitals, -vrher.eas coastal climc.::es hzve proven 
cetrinental xo this funckioj:. 

you e - : a l ~ a t e  the closure recommendations and criteria, 
please consider these issues and the many others raised and send to you 
by members of t n e  c3xnunity surrclunding DDOU. We feel. you will come to 
agree with us that 230U should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully, 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

As a resident of Utah and the community surrounding Defense 
Distribution Depot Ogden, UT (DDO'LI), I am concerned by the 
recommendation to close DDOU. 

It has been reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved 
to the west coast and this gives :rise to many questions. 

Why Wiis DDOU rated so low this year, when records indicate the 
depot has consistently met or exceeded the criteria set for remaining a 
viable, functioning, low cost facility year after year? 

How can the h~zardous materials storaae function be moved tz 
che west coast when ir was crlgin~lly- place5 ax D D 3 U  in part due tc 
~alifornia's restrictions or cisposal 05 sue? nateriais? 

Shouldn't we, as Americans, be concerned by the apparent pclizy 
to put "all our eggs in two baskerst: by locating sa many defense s c p ~ l y  
functions on the coasts? Wouldn't it 5e wiser to retain the most cost . - - .  efficient, strategically iocate5 :r._an,z sites? DDOY has a demonstrate5 
record of cost effectiveness and ;?erfornanse ~Zfieiency. It is . . 
centrally and uniquely located w l - t . ?  zszess z2 rr.zjor kignway, rail, 2nd - .  - .  air trznsportetion rzc:licies. TkLf c-:r,~ts 5x5 en-;ironmental - .  c~nditions are well-suite2 fsr l ~ n ? - t e r ~ ,  s t z r z q e  or ;terns such as the . .. .  DEPFEDS container hospitals, \;her*%&s czjas:c- zilmztes have proven 

. . detrimental to this funccior. 

As you evaluate che  closure recoraen~arions z n 3  criteriz, 
please consider these issues and the many ozners raised and send LO you 
by members of the community surroi~ndinq DDOU. We feel you will come to 
agree with us that DDOU should be removed frcc the Base Closure List. 

4 ey 
Address 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

v 
Mr. Chairman: 

The recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden, 
UT (DDOU) is of great concern to me and the members of this community, 
as well as the depot employees and their families. 

In reviewing the information in the DLA Detail Analysis 
supporting their recommendation, we question the validity of the 
selection based on the criteria requested by your commission. There 
are innumerable areas where the facts and figures donvt seem to 
"add upvv. 

DDOU has a well-earned reputation for being a cost effective 
and performance efficient depot. It has proven itself time and time 
again in meeting the challenges of mission accomplishment and cost 
savings. 

DDOU has developed, tested, and implemented many computer 
systems and improvements for DLA and DoD. The depot was also 
instrumental in the successful development and implementation of the 
Workforce Certification Program and the use of the ME hand-held 
computer scanners used for inventory and location accuracy. 

Over all, as DDOU1s "track recordvt is compared to other depots 
and facilities, the facts will speak for themselves. DDOU consistently 
demonstrates high work quality, productiv.ity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. How can this history of success and achievement suddenly 
NOT be enough to justify DDOUvs continued existence as a major 
distribution site in DoD? 

Please carefully evaluate the facts. I'm confident you will 
conclude that for the good of our military forces and the people of the 
United States DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Sincerely, 

L3 .a&-- B . P 4 w  
Name 

iqq? (J , S S O  G- 
Address 













Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman : 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

Statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the Itdepot of choice1' selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU woulcl be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. 

Why then, has the "number onet1 depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another tlundocumentedll 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have t h e  power t o  accept o r  r e j e c t  
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 

m - 

C. Hawkins 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base C:losure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

AS a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

Statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the "depot of choicet1 selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have given the opportunity to 
chosn a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
chat DDOU would be around and continue to do its c~st-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. 

< Why then, has the "number onen depot suddenly been recommended 
. for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 

diligently co1,lected and submitted, or is it another ttundocumentedu 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have t h e  power t o  accept or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Name ;&ik~l4- 

451s~.  >0>5w 
Address 





Chairman, Alan Dixon 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA. 22209 
703-696-0504 

Dear Chairman Dixon, 

As an employee of Defense Distribution Depot Ogden Utah (DDOU), 
I am concerned not only for myself, but for all employees and their 
families at this facility regarding the BRAC decision to close this 
particular instillation. 

Defense Distribution Depot Ogden has proven itself time and time 
again, not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/Cesert Shield, 
hurricane Andrew and other world conflicts and disasters. Over the 
years DDOU has been the testing depot for new computer systems which 
have been successfully achieved and implemented throughout Defense 
Logistics Agency(DLA), such as MOWASP, DEWASP, and the new system 
presently being tested DSS. We were the test facility for the Model 
Installation Program and have ranked number one for the past several 
years. We were also instrumental in the workforce Certification 
Program and the ME Hand-Held computer scanners. Over all as a hole, 
DDOU has proven its self to be number # I .  Just compare our track 
record to.0tht.r depots/facilities and the facts will speak for them- 
selves. We have high productivity, work quality, customer support 
and satisfaction. 

It certainly doesn't make good business sense to close an 
operation that has contributed so much to the community, the national 
defense, the world as a hole and the effective and efficient operation 
of DLA. We have the capabilities to continue to serve if given half 
a chance. It also doesn't make good business sense to close a Depot 
facility which has a professional highly trained and educated work- 
force; the most cost effective to operate, has upgraded building 
facilities, is easily assessable and has space zvailebility for 
expanding; not to mention the social and economic impact which 
closing this facility would have on the community. 

Some questions which need to be addressed. 
A. Why would facilities i.e. Tracy want hazardous materials 
when they turned the operation over to DDOU, due to Calif's 
rest:rictions on disposal. 
B. Why does DDOU have the DepMeds function; Because the 
envi.ronments1 conditions in California and Texas were 
inadequate. 

C. Why does DLA want to relocate there Depots to the East 
and West coasts where all of there eggs are in one basket; 
so t.o speak. 
D. Why close a Depot that can easily expand to accomidate 
more material and leave several Depots open that cannot 
expand and are limited on space. 

Page 1 of 2 





E. Why has DDOU been DLA's test facility: Because they 
know the employees can work the bugs out and if we can't 
do it no one can. We have proven ourselves to be very 
capable. 
I?. Why is there an effort by the Tracy Depot to make us 
look bad by not giving us any support to accomplish the 
mission given us. 
G. Why is it that we only took 3 down days to get the new 
DSS system running at our Depot but Tracy needs a full 30 
days to do the same thing. 

In time of conflict it is better to not have all the eggs in 
one basket. DDOU is more centrally and uniquely located and has 
access to rail. facilities on base and air facilities which are only 
a few miles away. Dosen't it make good sence to have a back-up to 
San Joaquin! We have two DLA facilities on the east coast and more 
on the west coast where most of the disasters in this country happen. 

The task of determining which facilities to beclosed or realigned 
is difficult to be sure. However, through following the guidelines 
which have been set for determining this action I am confident that 
you will agree, keeping Defense Depot Ogden Utah open is vital to 
DLA and the missions we serve through out the world. 

Respectfully 

Page 2 of 2 





. . . ..l. . . . 
F A meiican Federat ion  of G o v e r n m e n t  ~ m p l o y e e s  

PH. (801) 399-7088 FAX (801) 399-7058 

AFFILLATED WITH THE AFL-CIO 

ANNA B. MULLINS. PRESIDENT RICHARD M. DABEL EXEC. VICE PRESIDENT 

JOAN E. SMITH, TREASURER ROBERT VANDENBERG, SECRETARY 
LODGE No. 2721 

BOX n 
**~~***********~*******~*****************************OEFENSEDEWTOGDEN***~ 

OGDEN, UTAH 
84407 

28 March 1995 

TO : Alisn J. Dixon, Chairman, 1995 Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Commission 

SUBJECT : DoD Recommendation to Close Defense Depot Ogden Utah (DDOU) 
Defense Distribution Region West (DDRW), Defense Logistics Agency 

1. AFGE Local 2721 is the exclusive bargaining unit representative 
for the DDOU Ogden Site which has been submitted to you for closure, under 
BRAC 95, by the Defense Logistics Agency and Department of Defense (DoD). 

2. This Local is concerned whether DLA and specifically, DDRW, 
used the proper criteria in recommending DDOU for closure. We also have 
reason to question whether the data forwarded to the DoD, and consequently 
to you, was accurate. For example, in December 1994, during proceedings 
before Federal Service Impasse Panel Representatives, the Deputy Director of 
Distribution, DDRW, stated that DDOU's unit cost was around $31. He further 
stated that they, DDRW, had significant concerns about DDOU. Upon our 
representatives return to Utah we discovered, from top managers at DDOU, that 
our unit cost wixs $21.45. 

3. In it's press release, DLA states that it's assessment of it's 
infrastructure included: opportunities to reduce overall costs, achieve 
agency-wide efficiencies, and increase the level of support it provides to 
the military services. We wish you to give consideration to the following 
in this regard: 

a. Opportunities to Reduce Overall Costs. DDOU has been doing 
more with less for many years as is reflected in our unit cost of $21.45, 
which has been consistently low. We have also been successful in attracting 
and accomplishirlg a significant reimbursable workload through our assembly 
and disassembly of Deployable Medical (DEPMEDS) Hospitals and units, Cylinder 
and Bearings projects. DDOU has also been instrumental in serving as a 
pilot depot for the implementation of many new programs e.g., the Defense Supply 
System (DSS) Computer Program which has been selected to unify and replace 
fragmented systems used by the services to control and handle supplies. The 
past has shown that when the DLA wanted a difficult or complicated project 
completed, they came to DDOU. 

b. Achieve Agency-Wide ~fficiencies: In 1993 the Peat Marwick 
Firm conducted an independant study which showed that DDOU was the most 
efficient depot in DLA. In testifying before you,Major General Lawrence 
Farrell of the IILA discounted this study, regarding DDOU, by leading you to 
believe that DDOU's prime mission is "active binable" items as opposed to 
heavy items such as "anchors". This is not true. In briefings and videos 
given and produced by DDRW, DDOU is cited as the western region's prime 
hazardous material storage site. 

TO GO FOR A L L  THAT W H I C H  N O N E  C A N  D O  F O R  H I M S E L F  
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These hazardous  m a t e r i a l s  main ta ined  a t  DDOU i n c l u d e  l a r g e  i t ems  such  a s  55 
g a l l o n  drums of o i l  and anti-freeze,  1bDlb. bags  of u r e a  and t h e  l i k e ,  a s  w e l l  
a s  a c i d s ,  p o i s o n s ,  methyl  e t h y l  ke tone  (MEK) e t c .  These i t ems  r e q u i r e  
employees t o  be t r a i n e d  i n  s p e c i a l  hand l ing ,  packing and t r a n s p o r t a t i o n  
t echn iques  which r a i s e s  u n i t  c o s t .  

I n  about  February 1993 DDOU was c o n s o l i d a t e d  i n  DDRW. One of 
t h e  Regions f i r s t  i n i t i a t i v e s  moved D D O ~ J ' S  F a s t  Moving I tem s t o r a g e  t o  t h e  
San Joaqu in  Depc~t i n  C a l i f o r n i a .  

DDOU a l s o  s t o r e s  l a r g e  i t e m s  such as t e n t s ,  t e n t  f rames ,  l i g h t  
s e t s ,  Continenta.1 X-Ray U n i t s ,  ISO's and d i l  Vans t o  s u p p o r t  i t ' s  assembly 
of Deployable Medical  H o s p i t a l s .  DDOU a l s o  s e r v e s  a s  a  Long Term S t o r a g e  
s i t e  f o r  s a i d  h c ~ s p i t a l s .  

Fur thermore,  t h e  P e a t  Marwick Study d i d  t a k e  i n t o  account  a l l  
f a c t o r s  i n  t h e i r  e f f i c i e n c y  review,  i n c l u d i n g  "b inab le"  i t e m  s t o r a g e .  It 
does  v a l i d l y  compare DDOU t o  o t h e r  d e p o t s  and shou ld  r e c e i v e  f u l l .  cons ider -  
a t i o n .  

c .  Increase the Level of Support it provides to the Military 
Services. Clos ing  DDOU would l e a v e  San Joaqu in  a s  t h e  o n l y  s t a n d  a l o n e  
supp ly  depot  i n  t h e  w e s t e r n  r e g i o n .  From a s t r a t e g i c  s t a n d p o i n t ,  DDOU h a s  
provided back-up s u p p o r t  f o r  many m i l i t a r y  c o n f l i c t s .  Most r e c e n t l y  DDOU 
was a b l e  t o  meet supp ly  needs  t h a t  San Joaqu in  was unab le  t o  meet by i t s e l f  
d u r i n g  t h e  D e s e r t  S h i e l d  and D e s e r t  Storm m i l i t a r y  a c t i o n .  An enemy cou ld  
f e a s i b l y  c r i p p l e  t h e  Uni ted S t a t e s  suppl-y o p e r a t i o n s  throughout  t h e  P a c i f i c  
and As ia  i n  one blow i f  San Joaqu in  was t h e  o n l y  s t a n d  a l o n e  supp ly  depot  
i n  t h e  wes t .  DDOU i s  a l s o  l o c a t e d  about  half-way between Mexico and Canada 
and about  midway between t h e  P a c i f i c  and M i s s i p p i  River  i n  an  a r e a  t y p i c a l l y  
known a s  t h e  Hub of t h e  West w i t h  i n t i m a t e  a c c e s s  t o  t h e  r a i l  system. 

Also,  p l e a s e  keep i n  mind t h a t  even w i t h  i n c r e a s e d  t r a n s p o r t a t i o n  
c o s t s ,  DDOU can s t i l l  d e l i v e r  t o  i t ' s  customers  a t  a  cheaper  c o s t  t h a n  o u r  
west  c o a s t  c o m p e t i t o r s  w i t h o u t  any s i g n i f i c a n t  d e l a y s  i n  d e l i v e r y  t ime.  

4 .  AFGE Loca l  2721 r e q u e s t s  t h a t  you c o n s i d e r  t h i s  i n f o r m a t i o n  
c a r e f u l l y  a s  you rev iew t h e  DoD recommendations f o r  c l o s u r e  o r  rea l ignment .  
A s  you do,  we hope you w i l l  s e e  t h a t  D D O U ' s  e f f i c i e n c y  and v a l u e  w a r r a n t  
i t ' s  removal from t h e  BRAC '95  l i s t .  

Anna M u l l i n s  
P r e s i d e n t ,  
AFGE Loca l  2721 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman d 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

I would like to take this opportunity to express my concern 
with regard to the recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot 
Ogden, UT (DDOU). The people of this community, as well as depot 
employees and their families, are certainly feeling the. sting of DLA1s 
recommendation. 

We are concerned because we feel DDOU provides a necessary 
service to all Americans and many nations of the free wodd. The 
distribution service, customer support, and humanitarian-relief 
provided by DDOU is of excellent quality and offers U.S. taxpayers an 
exceptional "Real DollarI1 savings year after year, rather than adding 
to our already astronomically high national debt. 

In an independent study of all DLA depots, conducted by Peat, 
Marwick Associates in 1993, DDOU is clearly identified as the depot 
which "represents the wisest use of taxpayer dollarsI1 and "provides the 
best service of any depot in the entire nationu. 

If DDOU has.consistently been rated as the best and most cost 
efficient depot in the nation, why has it been recommended for closure? 
What really is the rational behind the recommendation? 

Major General Farrell is reported to have told the B m c  
Commission-that DLA's goal is to place all- our nation's defense support 
structure on the coastal seaboards. Was this the rational behind the 
recommendation to close DDOU? 

- - -_ 
Historically, DoD has placed major storage and repair depots 

inland to keep them from "harms wayn and out of easy reach of open sea 
lanes. From t'his standpoint, and in view of DDOU's demonstrated 
excellent work ethic, customer service record, and ability to provide 
real dollars savings to taxpayers, please-help us provide a more secure 
future of freelciom for all Americans by removing DDOU from the Base 
Closure List. .-. 

Sincerely, . L I  

, . 

k-ea, 
Name 

W\~<oh)  





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1 7 0 0  North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

The recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden, 
UT (DDOU) is of great concern to me and the members of this community, 
as well as the depot employees and their families. 

In reviewing the information in the DLA Detail Analysis 
supporting their recommendation, we question the validity of the 
selection based on the criteria requested by your commis~ion. There 
are innumerable areas where the facts and figures don't--seem to 
"add upg1. 

DDOU has a well-earned reputation for being a cost effective 
and performance efficient depot. It has proven itself time and time 
again in meeting the challenges of mission accomplishment and cost 
savings. 

DDOU has developed, tested, and implemented many computer 
systems and improvements for DLA and DoD. The depot was also 
instrumental in the successful development and implementation of the 
Workforce Certification Program and the use of the ME hand-held 
computer scanners used for inventory and location accuracy. 

Over all, as DDOU1s "track recordu is compared to other depots 
and facilities, the facts will speak for themselves. DDOU consistently 
demonstrates high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. How can this history of success and achievement suddenly 
NOT be enough t:o justify DDOU1s continued .- existence as a major 
distribution site in DoD? 

Please carefully evaluate the facts. I'm confident you will 
conclude that for the good of our military forces and the people of the 
United States DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Sincerely., 

, . 
# 

9 i l s b  0 
Name 4075 W .  %boo. QO. 

P C ~ ~ L ~  e t 

Address :y; Q3ddsuq~q 





JAMES L. BARFELL 
210 COLLEGE AV. 

BT.ACKSTONE, VA 23824 

MARCH 28 ,  1995  

DEFENSE BASE CLOSIlRE AND REALIGNMENT CXMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STRFET, SUITE 1425 
ARLINGTON, VA 22209 

DEAR SIRS : 

I REc@lMEND TKAT THE ARMY, NAVY AND AIR FORCE CALIBRATION LRBS IXX=ATED ( I  
THINK) AS FOLLOWS. NAVY--PCMONA CALIFORNIA AREA, AIR FORCE---OGI)E3r3 UTAH ARFA, 
AND ARMY IN THE REDSTONE ARSENAL AREA. I AM NOT SURE I F  THESE LLXATTONS ARE 
CORRECT. IN ANY CASE ALL THESE CALIIBRATION LARS HI THE SAME JOB. THEY WRITE 
THE CALIBRATION FQXEDWS FOR THEIR RESPECTIVE SmVICES. 

T HAVE HAD CONSIDERABLE WERTENCE IN RFCING THE FTUXXDURES PRODUCED AND 
HAVE EYXJND THA'P UP TO 80 M 9 0  PERCENT OF THEM ARE THE SAME, THE ONIN 
DIFFERENCE BEING THE IXX;O AND A S S I W D  FW3CEDURE NUMBER. 

AIL OF THESE CAI, LABS COULD BE BROUGHT T O T J ~  IN ONE mAl\rIZATTON V3 
PRODUCE ClNE SET OF CALIBRATION FKXXDUR;ES FOR AIL SERVICES UNDER ONE SET OF 
PROCEl)URE NUMBI1R9. THIS WOUTB GREATLY SIMPI,IFY THE NEEnS OF THI;: USERS. 

ADDITT0NALL;Y THE NlJMBER OF PERSONNEL RE€$JTRJ;J) WOULD BE REDUCED BY TWO 
THTRDS. TtIE AMOUNT OF PAPER W W J )  BE REDUCED BY S m  THE SAME AMOUNT. 

THE IffiTCAL PLACE TO CCMBINE THESE ACTIVITIES WOIJLD BE THE NATIONAL BUREAIJ 
OF STANDARDS. 

AT THE SAME TIME MAYBE AN EXECUTIVE ORDER COIJLD BE ISSUED TO CAIWE ALL 
CONTRA- USING CdVERIMBT SUPPLIED CALIBRATION PROCEDURES TO IJSE THE 
LATEST RFVISION OF THE APPLICABLE CATJBRATION JJROCfDIJRE CALLED CXT I N  THETR 
CONTRACT. I KNOW OF SEVERAL CONTRACTS THAT CALL OUT A SPECIFIC P R O C E D ~  AND 
I T ' S  REVISION NUMBER. OFTEN LATER RFSVISIONS ARE MADE BIJT IT THOUGI-I BElTEB 
CANNOT BE USED BECAUSE OF THE CONTRACT CALLXWT. 

ANK YW 

,, JAMES L. BARFELL 





M a r c h  2 6 ,  1 9 9 5  

Dear C o m m i s s i o n e r  R o b l e s :  

D e f e n s e  D i s t r i b u t i o n  D e p o t  O g d e n  U t a h  i s  r e c o m m e n d e d  f o r  
c l o s u r e  b y  i t s  p a r e n t  a g e n c y ,  T h e  D e f e n s e  L o g i s t i c s  A g e n c y .  
T h e  n a t i o n  w i l l  l o o s e  i t s  m o s t  c o s t  e f f e c t i v e  DLA d e p o t ( P e a t  
M a r w i c k  i n d e p e n d e n t  r e p o r t  f o r  DLA, 1 9 9 3 ) ,  a n d  a c c o r d i n g  t o  
DLA i t ' s  t h i r d  r a t e d  d e p o t  w i t h  r e g a r d  t o  a c t i v e  m i l i t a r y  v a l u e .  

F o r  y e a r s  i n  s u c c e s s i o n ,  D D O U  was t h e  c r o w n i n g  jewel i n  t h e  
DLA s y s t e m ,  h a v i n g  p e r e n i a l l y  r e c e i v e d  t h e  DLA M o d e l  I n s t a l l a t i o n  
A w a r d ,  S u m m e r i a l  R e c o g n i t i o n  f o r  E x c e l l e n c e  f r o m  P r e s i d e n t  R o n a l d  
R e a g a n ,  a n d  r e c o g n i t i o n  a n d  h e a r t  f e l t  t h a n k s  f r o m  t h e  v i c t o r i o u s  
t r o o p s  o f  t h e  P e r s i a n  G u l f  W a r .  

R e t u r n i n g  P e r s i a n  G u l f  o f f i c e r s  p a i d  v i s i t s  t o  D D O U  a n d  i t s  
p e r s o n n e l  t o  t h a n k  t h e m  f o r  t h e  q u a l i t y  a n d  r a p i d i t y  o f  t h e i r  
s e r v i c e  i n  s e n d i n g  s c o r e s  o f  d e p l o y a b l e  h o s p i t a l s  a n d  n u m e r o u s  
o t h e r  i tmes ,  i m p e r a t i v e  f o r  v i c t o r y  i n  t h e  w a r  a g a i n s t  I r a q .  
T h e s e  v e t e r a n s  t o l d  O g d e n  d e p o t  w o r k e r s  t o  n e v e r  f o r g e t  t h a t  
O g d e n  w a s  a l w a y s  s y n o n o m o u s  w i t h  q u a l i t y ,  a n d  q u a l i t y  m e a n t  
e v e r y t h i n g  t o  t h e m  i n  t h e  w a r .  

I n  s h o r t ,  D L A ' s  o v e r s i g h t e d  r e c o m m e n d a t i o n  t o  c l o s e  D D O U  was 
n o t  b a s e d  o n  how w e l l  i t s  d e p o t s  g e t  t h e  j o b  d o n e  o r  t h e  a s s o c i a t e d  
d o l l a r  c o s t  r e q u i r e d .  DLA u s e d  w h a t  i t  c a l l s  i t s  v i s i o n  f o r  t h e  
f u t u r e  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  l o g i s t i c s  n e e d s  o f  A m e r i c a .  T h i s  v i s i o n  o f  
t h e  f u t u r e  d i s r e g a r d s  t h e  s u c c e s s  o f  l a c k  o f  s u c c e s s  i t s  d e p o t s  
d e m o n s t r a t e d  i n  p r o v i d i n g  q u a l i t y ,  t i m e l y  l o g i s t i c s  s u p p o r t  t o  
t h e  men a n d  women i n  t h e  A r m y ,  N a v y ,  Air F o r c e ,  a n d  M a r i n e s .  

DLA h a s  n o t  y e t  c o n s i d e r e d  O g d e n ' s  1 9 9 1  r e c o r d  o f  e x c e l l e n c e  i n  
a  c o m p l i c a t e d ,  r e a l ,  m i d d l e  e a s t  w a r  a s  r e l e v a n t .  DLA who  r a t e s  
O g d e n  a s  n u m b e r  3 i n  a c t i v e  m i l i t a r y  v a l u e  h a s  o p t e d  t o  c l o s e  O g d e n  
w h i l e  k e e p i n g  o p e n  t h e  R i c h m o n d  D e p o t  i t  r a t e s  a s  4 a n d  t h e  C o l u m b u s  
D e p o t  i t  r a t e s  a s  6 .  F o r t u n a t e l y ,  DLA a n d  BRAC h a v e  t i m e  t o  c o r r e c t  
t h i s  e n o r m o u s  e r r o r .  

I n  t h e  s c e n a r i o  o f  D L A ' s  v i s i o n  o f  t h e  f u t u r e ,  T r a c y - S h a r p  D e p o t  i n  
C a l i f o r n i a  w i l l  n e e d  t o  c o n s t r u c t  m a n y  n e w  w a r e h o u s e s  t o  f u l f i l l  
i t s  r o l e  a s  t h e  s o l e  DLA D e p o t  i n  t h e  w e s t e r n  U n i t e d  S t a t e s .  M e a n w h i l e ,  
t h e  t a x p a y e r  h a s  s p l e n d i d  w a r e h o u s e  f a c i l i t i e s  a t  D D O U  t h a t  w i l l  
n o t  f u l f i l l  t h e i r  i n t e n d e d  p u r p o s e .  

A s  t h e  f a c t s  b e c o m e  m a n i f e s t ,  t h e  DLA v i s i o n  i s  c l e a r l y  o u t  o f  f o c u s ,  
a n d  way  o u t  o f  t u n e  w i t h  t h e  s p i r i t  o f  BRAC. T h i s  i s  n o t  w h a t  
America w a n t s .  

R e c o g n i z i n g  y o u r  e x p e r i e n c e  a n d  e x p e r t i s e  i n  p r e p a r e d n e s s  a n d  r e a d i n e s s ,  
I am c o n f i d e n t  t h a t  y o u  w i l l  m a k e  a  f i n a l  d e c i s i o n  a n c h o r e d  t o  
a l l  r e l e v a n t  f a c t s  a n d  b a s e d  a p o n  t h e  i m p o r t a n c e  o f  a d v a n t a g e s .  
I am s u r e  y o u  w i l l  p e r c e i v e  t h e  o v e r w h e l m i n g  a d v a n t a g e s  o f  m a i n t a i n g  
a n d  e v e n  e n h a n c i n g  t h e  r o l e  o f  D D O U .  





Chairman Alan J. Dixon 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, Va. 22209 

Mr. Chairman, 

I'm confused. Large national retail companies (Payless, Walmart, etc.) 
are making Utah their west coast distribution points while the Federal Government and DOD 
wants to close down their already established west coast distribution point at the Defense 
Distribution Depot, Ogden, Utah. 

Why do you think there is so much interest from different companies intaking over the 
warehouses located at DDOU? Because of the location and size of it, the Depot is a HOT 
property which, if Defense Distribution Region West and DLA have their way, will soon be 
available at a reasonable price. Although I'm no economist, someone in the business world is and 
they have decided, for whatever reasons, that Utah is THE prime location for storage facilities. 
Maybe its because they have to make their decision based on a financial statement. 

Please take a long look at what the impact may be on the distribution system. It just makes a 
lot of sense to keep this depot around because of the ideal location and dry climate. 

&~~ ac R. ruge sgt, USAF (Ret) 
;/ 1719 N. 625 E. 

North Ogden, Utah 
844 14-3 139 





M r .  Al-an J .  Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base C l o s u r e  and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore S t r e e t ,  S u i t e  1425 
A r l i n g t o n ,  VA. 22209 

Chairman Dixon, 

I am a  concerned employee of Defense D i s t r i b u t i o n  Depot Ogden, 
and I am w r i t i n g  t o  e x p r e s s  my concerns .  I b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h e  commission 
needs t o  t a k e  i n t o  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  afew p o i n t s  t h a t  I would l i k e  t o  b r i n g  
t o  your  a t t e n t i o n .  I r e a l i z e  t h a t  you have a l r e a d y  heard  and w i l l  
c o n t i n u e  t o  h e a r  about  DDDOU b e i n g  t h e  number one DLA Depot f o r  y e a r s  and 
y e a r s .  T h i s  may o r  may no t  have any b e a r i n g  on c l -osure .  However, my 
concern  i s  t h a t  a l o n g  w i t h  b e i n g  t h e  number one Depot comes b e i n g  t h e  
most c o s t  e f f i c i e n t  Depot. I L  r e a l l y  d o e s n ' t  m a t t e r  what t y p e s  of s t o c k  
w e  h a n d l e ,  DDDOU would s t i l l  be a s  e f f i c i e n t  r e g a r d l e s s  of what s t o c k  
w e  hand led .  Also  my concerns  l i e  i n  t h e  s e r v i c i n g  of o u r  cus tomers .  
DDRW b e i n g  l o c a t e d  i n  a  h i g h  r i s k  a r e a  f o r  d i s a s t e r s  and b e i n g  l i m i t e d  
on what t h e y  can  s t o r e  because  of  t h e  hurni4iey around t h e  c o a s t  and 
t h e  c o n d i t i o n  of  t h e i r  warehouses shoul-d be c o n s i d e r e d .  I be l - ieve  i t  
may n o t  be  a  good t a c t i c a l  move t o  l i m i t  t h e  Western S t a t e s  s e r v i c e  t o  
one Depot e s p e c i a l l y  w i t h  t h e  above mentioned c i r c u m s t a n c e s .  I f  f o r  any 
r e a s o n  DDRW w e r e  i nvo lved  i n  a  d i s a s t e r ,  d o e s n ' t  i t  make good s e n s e  t o  
have a n o t h e r  Depot c l -ose  t o  c o n t i n u e  s e r v i c e  t o  t h e  cus tomer?  

Another  concern  I have i s  t h e  c r i t e r i a  used t o  p u t  DDDOU on t h e  
c l o s u r e  l i s t  i n  t h e  f i r s t  pl .ace.  0veral.l. i t  i s  my u n d e r s t a n d i n g  DDDOU 
s c o r e d  h i g h  i n  e v e r y  c a t e g o r y  used i n  t h e  BRAC a n a l y s i s .  Why c l o s e  an 
i n s t a l l a t i o n  j u s t  because  i t  i s  no t  l o c a t e d  on t h e  Coas t?  There a r e  
numberous i n l a n d  cus tomers  t o  be s e r v i c e d  and can be b e t t e r  s e r v i c e d  
by a  Depot l o c a t e d  c l o s e r  t o  t h e i r  i n s t a l l a t i o n s .  There  i s  al-ot  of a r e a  
between t h e  C o a s t s ,  and an  i n l a n d  Depot can be b e n e f i c i a l .  

I b e l i e v e  t h a t  DDDOU a l s o  h a s  t h e  l a r g e s t  r e i m b u r s a b l e  work 
l o a d ,  t h i s  shou ld  be a  p l u s  f o r  not  o n l y  t h e  cus tomers  but f o r  DLA.  
The wages and overhead of t h e  employees working t h i s  r e i m b u r s a b l e  
work l o a d  a r e  p a i d  by t h e  cus tomer ,  no t  DLA. Our cus tomers  a r e  
e x t r e m e l y  happy w i t h  t h e  r e s u l t s  t h e y  a r e  s e e i n g  a t  Ogden and i n f a c t  
l o c a t e d  h e r e  because  of t h e  q u a l i t y  p roduc t  w e  p r o v i d e  and because  
of t h e  i n l a n d  l o c a t i o n ,  t h e y  a r e  not  concerned abou t  t h e  e lements  h e r e .  
DLA ag reed  t o  t h e  r e i m b u r s a b l e  work t h e y  shou ld  ho ld  up t h e i r  end o f  
t h e  b a r g a i n .  Everyone i n  Government keeps  t a l k i n g  about  change and 
how good i t  i s ,  t h i s  i s  a  good change f o r  DLA.  

I f  P o l i t i c s  a r e  n o t  p a r t  of  t h e  c r i t e r i a  t h e n  DDDOU shou ld  no t  
have been p u t  on t h e  c l o s u r e  l i s t  i n  t h e  f i r s t  p l a c e ,  b u t  now t h a t  i t  
has  been,  i t  shou ld  be removed from t h a t  l i s t .  

Thank You, 

~ ~ f ~ -  

Shane McGuire 
3123 No. 525 E. 
North Ogden, Utah 84414 





Chairman Alan J Dixon 

Dear s i r  

P l e a s e  do what you can  do t o  lcave t h e  DDO i n  Ogden, Utah open. 

I f  c l o s e d  i t  means t h e  l o s s  of  hundred jobs  i n  Ogden. I t  would mean 'CI 
hundreds  of jobs  l o s t .  And i n  t u r n  sould c a u s e  ot-her b u s i n e s e s  

t o  l o s e  cus termours .  

Eugene Newey 

4661 South 300 E a s t  

Ogden, Utah 

84405 





3 . D  bq& 
28 March $3 1995 

Izhairman Alan ,J D i  :l;i:in 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment IZommission 
1700 N~:a:(uth M*~I:I~F; S t ree t ,  Sr -~ i te  1425 
Arlingtc:in, VA 22209 

Dear 12hai rman Dixl:in: 

As an employee c ~ f  Defense Depclt Ogden Cltah IDDOLJ), I arn natcrral l y  c~:~ncerned 
about the depot c l o s ~ t r e  and the way i t  i!~ being handled (mishandled) by 
Region West (DDRW). 

I understand and accept t h a t  g~:~vernment cu ts  and r e a l  ignment a re  a necessary 
p a r t  i:lf our fi.rti.rre. A f e e l i n g  c ~ f  i n s e n s i t i v i t y  i s  apparent i n  DDRWps acticlns 
to achieve t h i s  c~b jec t i ve .  We have not f e l t  i n  c~z~ntuo l  1:lf our des t i n i es  
s ince  we merged w i t h  Calif l:~rnia?i; Region West f a c i l i t i e s .  

IZonsider the. relevance c ~ f  DDOLJ: 

----Excel l e n t  s torage f a c i  1 i t i e s ,  adequate land, low--humidi t y  envir~:tnment 
f o r  stciraye/disposal ~:tf i n d u s t r i a l ,  elel:tr~:~nic, medical, and hazardt:lcrs 
comml::ldities. - - - - - -Accessib i l i ty  tl::~ r a i l ,  grctund, ;and a i r  t ranspor ta t i~ :~n  
and s t r a t e g i c  lct~:atil:~n, p ro tec t i ng  against  ~:l:iastal t:lr a i r  attack::. 

-.--Mc~st cost  e f f e c t i v e  DLA dep~:~t i n  the n a t i c ~ n  (:Pea% Marwick:: independent 
rep~::~rt ,  1'393:). 

-.-.--Perennial. awards f~zlr Model 1nst;al l a t i c ~ n  Pusgram, Recogni t ion f o r  
I,::/;cellence i n  1991 dr-[ring Mid-East War, rani.:: I:I~ rrluml2er 3 ( o f  6 depi::ttsS 
i n  m i  1 i tavy va lue aml::lng DLA depots. 

---pr cltotype f o r  implementat icln I:I~ var i12us cl:~mpr.tter sy!stems----MOWASP , DWASP, 

and more recen t l y ,  DL-A-approved Defense Standard System (DSS 1 .  

. - - - -Ab i l i t y  and declicatil:ln o f  a qual i ty- -~:~r iented,  l3i<jhly.,-educated, wel l . -  
t r a i n e d  work:: force t o  meet the needs rlif err-rr cc.rr;tl:srner:; e f f i c i e n t l y  and 
t ime ly .  -.--- Excel l e n t  r epu ta t i on  i n  m i  1 i t a r y  and c i v i  1 i a n  popu la t ion  
o f  DDC)LJ9s stcfrage clperatisns and deployment o f  c l r i t i ca l .  s t lpp l ies  and 
se rv i ces  du r ing  peacetime and 1:risis s i t u a t i o n s .  

713 c lose DDOU w i l  I:ar.sse emotional and f i n a n c i a l  instab1.1.it;y i n  many f a m i l i e s  
who have chi:isen to c a l  I. I.Jtah t h e i r  hi:ime. We wi:~:cr.rld 1 i k : : ~ ?  tl:~ ct:~nt inr-~e t i x i  make 
~:tur contr  i but  i c~ns  i n  t h i s  l e ss  c~:~ngested, l e ss  expensive, cleaner geographic 
area ~:tf I.Jtah, w i t h  uur years a f  g~:~vernment se rv i ce  i17tal:t. 

Thank ysu fclr your cctnsi derat  i~:~n. 





Marc'h 30 ,  1995 
H r r n t  K ,  O l  t.srn 
7 9 5  3 8 t h  S t  r e r  t 
Sc). Ogdrrl ,  l i i  
8 3 4 0 3 
R O  1 1 :193-4!40t? 

C 'ha l rman,  A 1 .  1 ) ~ x o n  
D t ~ f r r l s t ~  B a s e  ( ' 1  ( ! s u r e  anif flt3al ~gnmcri t  ('omm~ s s l o ~ l  
1700 Nnr t t l  Yoorc, S t  r - re  t Su i t t~ 1 4 2 5  
Ar l  1 ngt o n ,  VA 2 2 2 0 9  
70:3-696-0504 

Mr. ('ha i rman ,  

I arn a b l u e  c o l l a r  e m p l o y e e  o f  Defense  Depot Og'den, Utah ,  i n r ~  l t. 
1 ou r e f  errnc: lrlg t h e  r e c r n t  i y pub!  1 s h ~ t . l  c - l r > s u r V c ~  1 i s  1 !.(-I maire ( .el- i  a I 11 

l hat  be for t?  y o u ,  and y o l ~ r  cbornrn! t I t d e ,  make an) '  i r r t . vo ( ' a t11  P 

c t t~c . l s~c~~ls ,  you a t  l e a s t  h e a r  a  ~ o m p i a l r l t  macjt. o \  tSr a r ~ d  o v f - r  again 
b!, m y s e  1 f a n d  a g r e a t  Inany c-lthrr W a g e  Ciracltr em11 10)  t-tss Worhlng h e r c .  

A t  t h e  ou t  s e t  I f t , e l  l t  ~ r n ~ r o r - t a r l t  t o  s t  ~ p u l a t r  t t ~ a t  111 my l 1 ] ~ \ v ,  \* t2  

wage c a r n e r s  i 2 r  e I hr musr-IP and  s l n e w  of 1 1 I S  s ~ c , h  as 
DDOU. W P  a r r  t k l ~  p e o p l e  who p r o \  l d e  t h e  acxtua  1 p h y s ~ c a l  l a b o r :  kc, 
movp t h e  stoc-1%; we ( .Lean th t -  f 1 c ) o r s ;  and  wc r-(.pal r t i l t >  t -q i~ lpme~nl  . 
I n  s h o r t ,  w e  wag(. t a a r n r r s  mahe t t t p  t iepot GO. 

I t l r o ~ ~ g t ~ t ~ u l  my pn,l~)l~symrlr~t b 1 t h ~ n  c'lvl l sc-.r\fLc'e I h a v e  ~t ruglj l t3(i  w l  t t~ 
managt- rs  whn h a \  r a t  t r m i ~ t  e(j. to lml) I t3mrn t \ f a r  i (311s p!-ogriims, I ) O  i  I c I P S  

and 111 a n s  tit-sign(-d t n  enhan rc .  I be wnrlr d o n e  tly r n y s e  l f a n d  o i h r r  
b l  I I ~  o r  wnrl \c .rs ;  p l a n s  dt2s ignetl  to  savr- nlorl(-y, : ~ l a r l s  to 
c o n s o l l d a t r  t h ~ s ,  11lans t o  h ~ a u t l f y  Lhat  - ~ n c . l u r l i n g ,  fo r  ~ h a r n p l c - ,  
t ht' rrumt.rous a n d  s u r ~ d r y  a t  t emrrl s t r l  ~nrikt- r r n p i  0 3  t:e e:\ 1 I I C > ~  I 011:~ 
ct-~nv i n ( -  l n g  t n  t i ~ t -  c ~ r n ~ ~ l o y r r s  ilr l r ~ g  c . ~  a i u a t  ( . t i ,  I I I n a y  o I t l t b s t .  

v a s e s  t  hfd at t tvml)t s havta b r r n  ho i il I r 1 t . f  f ec-t r \ c: arlli l r l . ; l l  1 i Lrig :' (J b t  

whn do t ht. t l  1 r t  y wc~rli .  12tgard i ~ : ; s  o f  tloh f'arlr.y i trts pac-ltag lrtg ma, 
klc . ,  o u r  I I ( C ) I I ~ I  t  l o r i s ,  o u r  t a s k s  ; i l l ( i  o r  1  I r a r - r  l y  
c h a n g e .  S i o ~ ~ a l l y  wr. h e a r  up uncler- t h e  p e t t y  j > t l l ~ t i : . a i  pilratic-s 
ht11ch a l l  t o o  ( ~ f t r n  f o u n c i ~ r  (3:) t h e  l a c k  of ccl~nn~~tmt.r : l  mafie  by  
m a n a g e r s  who w r r r  ' l c - S t  0 1 1 1  c a l f '  L I ur. we1.t. fackc-rl hri11 
r~r-c-ibl t ~ m s  ' i ~ n f ( ~ r - e s e e n '  LJS I f ~ c ~ s e  cvi1c-1 g o t  t i k c ,  a \  a  I 1 a u  J (5 -:rc-.ri i I S o r  
s a ~  t i  prclyrrjsal s ,  o r  by mariagt)rs  whc~ w r r t -  j u s t  t o o  j a d e d  t o  (.a r . ~ .  
I'hr was1 c- r_)f t ~ m r  arld r v s c i ~ l r c t - s  t ~ y  t  :>(-st: E)r(>pic- i s  Ir .glorl  al icl  a.; 
st1c.h 1s d o u b l y  a p y a  l 1 I n g .  

Y e t  t h e  p o l n t l r ~ g  o f  f i n g e r s  anli t h t .  i r v t . 1 l n f  o.' a ( - c u s a t l v n s  ( j r _ i t 3 s  

n o t h  Lng  nor-cr. t h a n  c - o n f u s e  tlir l s > , u e ,  a s  > 0 1 1   nus st /\now. The rlat u r r  
of  t h e  p r c ~ t ~ l r m  I S  m a i n l y  tf11e t o  the  way c . 1 ~ 1 1  s e r \ l c . ~  1s o r g a n l ~ e d ,  
a n d  a s  wt.1 I ,  r l o  d o u b t ,  t o  t h e  c.omp1t.x i t y  o f  thtd t a s k s  1 o b e  t l o n r .  
I n  tht .  fa( .<.  of  t h l  4 b l a m r - b u s  ~ r l e s s ,  and [t ie u ~ e r  bearing 
cbc~mpleult ~c-s  of' ( . I  \ I 1 s t - r - \ . ~ c . e ,  t h t L r p  I s cirlc: smal I ht:t <AX(--ercllngl!,  
~~r lpc r r t a r l l  ; ~ o r n i  which always srrms t o  b r  Jq'rst U I I  t t l r  w e l l  h t . a !ed ,  

1 1  t g h l  y pa111 pl -Ofvss  l o n a  1 s  (s1lr.h a yc l l l r s t31f)  w h c l  ! l t l \ / r  t~Prll 1 ? ? ~ l r ~ ( i  t(1 





P l ( . a s e  t ~ t  1 .  I , Mr. CIln rSlnai1, 1.91 ~ O I I  f I t l ( i  ; o : l r * \ t  1 I I C  I I ( \ ! t i 8 ;  

o \ , t . r  I I ) \ J ( . ~ ~  111 t h r  r t a a  1 i L I P S  o f  y o u r  o ~ i i  1 i l t  t ~ t - i c  5 ;  i t ,a \ I 11.. i o  t i t 111 

i n  s 1 1 1 i t  c ~ f  h h a t  1s 1;)appe' i i~:ig 11) Lilt. r c . a i  ~ z o ~ . i r i .  J 1 ~ ~ 1 .  i ) : ~ b \  t 3  l o  
s a L r c >  a b l ~ < ' l i  by ( . l o s  L I I ~ '  DDOU,  W [ I  1 c . 1 1  , j ~ ~ \ t  Ir)sy i r t '  I t i10~t  i r > ~ \ j ~ t ' T l S  I \  

ant1 r o n v t . n  ~ c l r i t  t j a s r  t o  ( . l o s e  (a ( . I . \  ( i f *  5 c 1 r . t  o I '  arl,i r !  , y  1s  \ ( I I I \ . ~ I \  c s c i  111 

t ~ r m s  u f  S l l I l l ~ l ( .  c l u a r l t  i f  l c a t  i o n  \ v c i \ ~ l ~ i  I r l tc . jy  sl)c,\* 1 1 1 1  s ! + r . s u l  t ) ,  y o l ~  
r v l  1 1 ht. sat:r- I f I r 1ng some I ng  c,:t 1 l rcl ' p r  I ( i t .  I 11 ac.i.c~rr\p 1 I s i \ r n l > r l k  ' ( 3 

q l l a l  i t y  w t ~ l c i !  1s a p r o d u c t  of' a w a y  o f  l I Ce a n d  \ ,+hi  c.h c - , + r l r l o t  ( . a s ]  l \ 
br  q u a n t  1 f  I tsd a n d  c r r t a ~ n  I y r .anrlo1 t)r Inqtlt .  racbt 1 1 r ~ d ) .  A\ 

rec\ommenda t Lon I n  t h l  s c l  I re(: t i o n  141 I 11 s t 3 1 . v ~  t o  c - c l ~ ~ t l e m ~ l  ( a r 1 t . w )  t tic. 
e f f o r t s  n f  p a s t  ( a n d  p r e s e n t  ) ' e r s t i ~ ' ,  arid w l  1 1  c-rrt a l n l y  
f u r t h r r  t h r  r ~ f t  w h l c h  a l r e a d y  e ~ ~ s t s  b r t w t . e n  t h o s e  o f  11s w h o  ( l o  
t h r  w o r h  ( a n d  who know what  ~ ~ r ~ - . : o n a  J p t - I  d e  I n a(.(.omyl 1skrmt-:1t 
m e a n s ) ,  a n d  i hcjstX r v h ~  , t h r ( o u g t i  a ITI ~ s g ' ~ ~ ~ ( i e c i  s r n s e  o f  S C S ~ ~  i s t  ~ ( - a i  1 0 n  
(a f o r m  o f  ~ n t r l  l r c - t u a l  s o p h l s m )  t t -nd t,v b e l  l e \  t. I h a t  ariy o u t c n m t .  
1s goot l  r n o u g h  as  l o n g  as  l t  s a v e s  a b u c k  ( m a k e s  a b u r h  ! 1 .  i'io t 
t'vpn t h l  s g r e a t  ( . n u n t r y  c a n  I c ~ n g  r n t l u r e  t h a t  r ~ ( l  ( J I '  a t t  I ! , I J ~ P .  I 
f l i r t  h e r  s u g g r s t  that  s h o u l t - l  y o u  c l o s e  i h l s  bizsf:, y o l ~  W I  1 1  f J 11cl t h a l  
e l s e w i i r r e  yo11 w 1 i 1  ge t .  1 1 1 f t . r i o r  wori< a t  111f ia t t z (1  r ( j s t s ,  anci 
w h a t e v e r  yc~cr t t~c - lug i l t  y o u  h p r e  g 1 ~ ~ 1 1 g  i o  sa\ t -  ~ 1 1 1  b e  l t l s t  I n  Lht. 
s h u f f l e .  Anti 111 t fit. I o ~ ~ g  r u r i  Plr. (:/la I r.nt;~n, 1 I oci 11 I i I L I P  
a c i v r r s e  1). a f j ' t ~ c : t r ~ d .  i do h o p e  1 g 1 vt, t h e s e  I h c ~ \ l g h i  s a Sal is 

h t a a . r l n g .  N o t  a l l  t h l n l f ~ n g  pt2cr[.rlt. a r t .  ( z t t  1 1 - t , L i  ~ r i  t I : l ; t ' t ' - l ~ ~ t - c ' c ~  s u i t s .  
I 'hanh y o u .  





28 March 1995 

Chairman Alan J Dixon 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Chairman Dixon, 

I am an employee of Defense Depot Ogden (DDOU) who does not 
understand why, other than maybe a personal vendetta by Defense 
Depot Region West for this Depot to be nominated for closure. 

This Depot has been top ranking for many years. We have 
been the test Depot for implementing new systems as MOWASP, DWASP 
and the latest is DSS an approved DLA system. We were given 
awards through the Model Installation Program, received the 
record of Excellence in 1991 during the Middle East War, and 
ranked number "3" in military value. DDOU is known for working 
at a low unit cost with effective utilization of resources. 

The Strategic location was one of the determining factors 
for Depot closure. DDOU has a quick response time due to its 
central location. We can offer all types of transportation; 
truck (access to north-south, and east-west freeways), rail, and 
air (Hill AFB and SLC Airport close access). 

Storage is another bonus for DDOU. We have the largest 
storage facility with upgraded buildings. Our climate is 
desirable for storage of items such as Industrial, Electronic and 
Medical (DEPMED) items because of our low humidity. We also 
accepted the hazardous materials function, storage and disposal. 
We already have the storage space and -the trained personnel; to 
relocate would be costly. 

To close this Depot would not only hurt the employees and 
cause an economic impact on the community, the n.ation would lose 
a Depot who is number "1" and who plans to stay as number "1" if 
only given a chance. 

Sincerely, 

Debbie V Stokes 
1360 S Century Dr 
Tremonton, UT 84337 





2 1  March 1 9 9 5  

Chairmar;, A l a n  3 .  Liisorl 
Defense  Base C l  osur -e  and  Real i$nn,e:-it Colnrnissi.01-1 
1 7 0 0  N o r t h  14no~-e  S t r e e t  S u i t e  1 4 2 5  
A r l i n g t o n ,  V A  2 2 2 0 9  
7 0 3 -  6 9 6 - 0 5 0 4  

Dear  C h a i r m a n  D i x o n ,  

iis all erilpi b y t l t l  ilf 3t.f e n s c  Ljepoi Ogde~l U t z h ,  I ~ I I ,  #. ;I::E r.:tci ncji  
o n l y  f o r  m y s e l f ,  b u t  f o r  a l l  employees  a t  t h i s  f n c i l l t y  r e g a r d i n g  
t h e  BRAC d e c i s i o n  t o  c l o s e  t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  i n s t a l l a t l c n .  

d L  t h i s  The  D D O U  w o r k f o r c e  i s  d e d i c a t e d  t o  p r o v i d i n g  q u a l i t y  KG:-k -' 
i n s t a l  l a t i o n .  T h i s  s e r v i c e  i s  p r o v i d e d  a t  a n  a f  f o r d a b i e  p r i c e .  
The p r i c e  DDOU w o r k f o r c e  i s  b e i n g  a s k e d . . t o  . . p a y  i s  n o t  c o s t  
e f f i c i e n t  b y  DOD o r  D L A  s t a n d a r d s .  D e f e n s e  D i s t l - i b u t i o n  Depot 
Ogden,  a s  a  w h o l e ,  h a s  p rover ;  i t s e l f  t i m e  arid t i n ~ ; !  a s ~ i n ;  n o t  
o n l y  d u r i n g  V i e t n a m ,  D e s e r t  S t o r m ,  i i u r r i c a n e  A ~ l d r e v ,  ;rid o t h e r  
c o n f l i c t s  a n d  d i s a s t e r s ,  t h a t  Ee can h o l d  o u r  own. C.:er t h e  
y e a r s  DDOU h a s  b e e n  t h e  t e s t i n g  d e p o t  f o r  new c o m p u t e r  s y s t e m s  
w h i c h  h a v e  b e e n  i m p l e m e n t e d  t h r o u g h o c t  DL,A, s u c h  a s  t-!OXASP, 
QPIASP, a n d  t h e  l a t e s t  s y s t e n :  b e i n g  t e s t e d / i r n p l  imeiitec! DSS. G7e 
were  t h e  t e s t  f a c i l i t y  f o r  t h e  Model, I n s t a l l a t i o n  P r o s r a n  (MIP) 
a n d  h a v e  r a n k e d  number  o n e  f o r  s e v e r a l  y e a r s .  We were  a l s o  
i n s t r u m e n t a l  i n  t h e  W o r k f o r c e  C e r t i f i c a t i o n  P r o g r a m  azd  t h e  
h a n d - h e l d  c o m p u t e r  s c a n n e r s .  ~ h , e  DEPMEDS f u n c t i o n  s p e a k s  f o r  
i t s e l f  a s  an  e x c e p t i o n a l  o p e r a t i o n .  

I t  c e r t a i n l y  d o e s  n o t  make good b u s i n e s s  s e n s e  t o  c l o s e  an  
o p e r a t i o n  t h a t  h a s  c o n t r i b u t e d  s o  much t o  t h e  e E f e c t i v e  and 
e f f i c i e n t  o p e r a t i o n  of t h e  Eefersp L o g i s t i c s  Agency ar.d h a s  t h e  
c a p a b i l i t i e s  t o  c o n t i n u e  t o  s e r v e  i f  g i v e n  h a l f  t h e  ck-.  s - ~ c e .  

I t  d o e s  n o t  make  s e n s e  t o  c l o s e  a  d e p o t  f a c i l i t y  w h i c h  i s  s o  
h i g h l y  t r a i n e d ,  c o s t s  l e s s  t o  o p e r a t e ,  h a s  u p g r a d e d  b u i l d i n g  
f a c i l i t i e s ,  i s  a s s e s s a b l e  and  s p a c e  a v a i l a b i l i t y ;  n o t  t o  y e n t i o n  
t h e  s o c i a l  and e c o n o m i c  i m p a c t  which c l o s i n g  t h i s  f a c i l i t y  would  
h a v e  on t h e  c o m m u n i t y .  





The location of DDOU is a factor not to overlook. Cih's "Future 
Plan" to locate its facilities along the East and West coast does 
not make a cost efficient operation. DDOU is centrally located 
to serve both East and West. with the convenience of a l l  types of 
transport.ation modes available. DDOU is strategically placed to 
protect against coastal or air zttack.   his site was chosen 
decades ago for a very important 1-eason that should not be 
forgotten or lost in the "red tape" of the ba.se closure 
recommendation. 

Have these questions been addressed . . .  
1. Hazardous biaiel-ials FuIIc~~')~~: Ytah has accepted t l ie 
responsibi 1 i ties and requiremerits of this program, other states 
have many restrictions on storage/disposal of IIAZMAT, where could 
this program be relocated? 

2. DEPMEDS Function: DDOU was chosen for DEPMEUS, partially 
because of the environmental conditions. This would be another 
costly function to move. Is the Army willing to put this 
operation in a climate whers the deterioration rate would r-ot be 
cost effective? 

3. Test Facility Function: The workforce at DDOU has proven 
they can make just about anythins work if given the chance. Can 
you say that about other facilities? 

4. California's Condition: With tHe shifting of the earth's 
crust so predominant in California, is it wise to be dependent on 
a location that could have an operation shut down in a matter of 
moments? 

The task of determining which facilities to close or realign is 
difficult. However, £01 lowing the guidelines that have been set 
for determining this action I am confident you will agree, 
keeping Defense Distribution Depot Ogden open vital to DLA and 
the customer support to its services. 

Defense Depot Ogden 
Ogden, Ut 84407 





21 March 1 3 9 5  

Chairman, Alan J. Dixon 
Defense Base Closure and fiealignment Commiss.ion 
1700 North I ~ o c L - ~  Street Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 
703- 6 9 6 - 0 5 0 4  

Dear Chairman Dixon, 

As an employee of Defense Depot Ogden Utah, I am concerned ~ o t  
only for myself, but for a11 employees at this facility regarding 
the URAC decision to close this particular installation. 

The DDOU workforce is dedicated to providing qualit). work at this 
instal lation. This service is provided at an affordable price. 
The price DDOU worltforce is being asked.to,pay is n o t  cost 
efficient by DOD or DLA standards. Defense Distribution Depot 
Ogden, 2s a whole, has proven i.tself time anci time again; not 
on1 y during Vietnam, Desert Storm, Iiurricane i'indrew, and other 
conflicts and disasters, that we can hold our own. Over the 
years DDOU has been the testing depot for new computer systems 
which have been implemented throughout DLA, such as MOWASP, 
DFJASP, and the 1 atest systen: being tested/impl imented DSS. We 
were the test facility for the b!odel, Installation Program (MIP) 
and have ranked number one for several years. We were also 
instrumental in the Workforce Certification Program and the 
hand-held computer scanners. Th? DEPMEDS function speaks for 
itself as an exceptional operation. 

It certainly does not rc~ake good business sense to close an 
operation that has contributed so much to the effective and 
efficient operation of the Defense Logistics Agency and has the 
capabilities to continue to serve i f  given half the chance. 

It does not make sense to close a depot facility which is so 
highly trained, costs less to operate, has upgraded building 
facilities, is assessable 2nd space availability; not to nestion 
the social and economic impact which closing this facility would 
have on the community. 





The location of DDOU is a factor not to overlook. DLA's "Future 
Plan" to locate its facilities along the East and West coast does 
not make a cost efficient operation. DDOU is centrally located 
to serve both East and Piest with the convenience of all types of 
transportation modes avaiiable. DDOU is strategically placed to 
protect against coastal or air attack. This site was chosen 
decades ago for a very important reason that should not he 
forgotten or lost in the "red tape" of the base closure 
recommendation. 

Have these questions been addressed . . .  
1. Hazardous Materials Function: Utah has accepted the 
responsibilities and requirements of this program, other states 
have iilany 'restrictions on s torace/disposal of HAZl . lAT,  where could 
this program be relocated? 

2. DEPHEDS Function: DDCU was chosen for DEFMEDS, partially 
because of the environmental conditions.  his would be another 
costly function to r,o.,?e. Is the A r m y  willing to put this 
operati.cn in a clin3te \ i k . e - ~  t h e  deterioration rate ~ o u l d  not be 
cost effective? 

3. Test Facility Function: The workforce at DilOU has proven 
they can make just a b c u t  anything work if given the chance. Can 
you say that about other f~zilities? 

4. California's Condition: With tkie shifting of the earth's 
crust so predominant in California, is it wise to be dependent on 
a location that could have an operation shut down in a matter of 
nomen t s? 

The task of determining which facilities to close or realign is 
difficult. However, follouing the guidelines that have been set 
for determining this a c t i o ~  I am csnfident you will agree, 
keeping 9efense Gistributlcn Depot Ogden open is vital to DLA and 
the customer support to its services. 

Defense Depot Ogden 
Ogden, Ut 84407 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
wcrkforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the fttestingl' depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLAts Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLA Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
was the only DLA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 

Address 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

As a resident of Utah and the community surrounding D@fense 
Distribution Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU), I am concerned by the 
recommendation to close DDOU. 

It has been reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved 
to the west coast and this gives rise to many questions. 

Why was DDOU rated so low this year, when records indicate the 
depot has consistently met or exceeded the criteria set for remaining a 
viable, functioning, low cost facility year after year? 

How can the hazardous materials storage function be moved to 
the west coast when it was originally placed at DDOU in part due to 
California's restrictions on disposal of such materials? 

Shouldn't we, as Americans, be concerned by the apparent policy 
to put "all our eggs in two baskets1' by locating so many defense supply 
functions on the coasts? Wouldn't it be wiser to retain the most cost 
efficient, strategically located inland sites? DDOU has a demonstrated 
record of cost effectiveness and performance efficiency. It is 
centrally and uniquely located with access to major highway, rail, and 
air transportation facilities. The climate and environmental 
conditions are well-suited for long-term storage of items such as the 
DEPMEDS container hospitals, whereas coastal climates have proven 
detrimental to this function. 

As you evaluate the closure recommendations and criteria, 
please consider these issues and the many others raised and send to you 
by members of the community surrounding DDOU. We feel you will come to 
agree with us that DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully, 

Address 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

I would like to take this opportunity to express my concern 
with regard to the recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot 
Ogden, UT (DDOU). The people of this community, as well as depot 
employees and their families, are certainly feeling the sting of DLA1s 
recommendation. 

We are concerned because we feel DDOU provides a necessary 
service to all Americans and many nations of the free world. The 
distribution service, customer support, and humanitarian relief 
provided by DDOU is of excellent quality and offers U.S. taxpayers an 
exceptional "Real Dollarw savings year after year, rather than adding 
to our already astronomically high national debt. 

In an independent study of all DLA depots, conducted by Peat, 
Marwick Associates in 1993, DDOU is clearly identified as the depot 
which "represents the wisest use of taxpayer dollarsn and "provides the 
best service of any depot in the entire nationw. 

If DDOU has consistently been rated as the best and most cost 
efficient depot in the nation, why has it been recommended for closure? 
What really is the rational behind the recommendation? 

Major General Farrell is reported to have told the BRAC 
 omm mission that DLA's goal is to place all our nation's defense support 
structure on the coastal seaboards. Was this the rational behind the 
recommendation to close DDOU? 

Historically, DoD has placed major storage and repair depots 
inland to keep them from ''harms way1' and out of easy reach of open sea 
lanes. From this standpoint, and in view of DDOU1s demonstrated 
excellent work ethic, customer service record, and ability to provide 
real dollars savings to taxpayers, please help us provide a more secure 
future of freedom for all Americans by removing DDOU from the Base 
Closure List. 

Sincerely, 

h<' \\bC- 

/ 

1 \T% 
Name 

32% No. b%Tj %* 
Address 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the Itdepot of choicen selected by many 
Defense service Centers when they h-ve. been gjven the cpportunity t? 
zhose a depot to process their workl~ads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOD would be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
,.~>b for mhny ymrs to come. 

Why then, has the "number onev depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another llundocumentedll 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have t h e  power to accep t  o r  r e j e c t  
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 
/ n 

Name 

P . 0  Re* 2.23 
Address 

Y ~ ~ M ~ M C ~ M  u-Ce1; gq33-7 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

As a resident of Utah and the community surrounding Defense 
Distribution Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU), I am concerned by the 
recommendation to close DDOU. 

It has been reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved 
to the west coast and this gives rise to many questions. 

Why was DDOU rated so low this year, when records indicate the 
depot has consistently met or exceeded th'e criteria set for remaining a 
viable, functioning, low cost facility year after year? 

How can the hazardous materials storage function be moved to 
the west coast when it was originally placed at DDOU in part due to 
California's restrictions on disposal of such materials? 

Shouldn't we, as Americans, be concerned by the apparent policy 
to put ''all our eggs in two basketsn by locating so many defense supply 
functions on the coasts? Wouldn't it be wiser to retain the most cost 
efficient, strategically located inland sites? DDOU has a demonstrated 
record of cost effectiveness and performance efficiency. It is 
centrally and uniquely located with access to major highway, rail, and 
air transportation facilities. The climate and environmental 
conditions are well-suited for long-term storage of items such as the 
DEPMEDS container hospitals, whereas coastal climates have proven 
detrimental to this function. 

As you evaluate the closure recommendations and criteria, 
please consider these issues and the many others raised and send to you 
by members of the community surrounding DDOU. We feel you will come to 
agree with us that DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully, 

! 

Nahe 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

I would like to take this opportunity to express my concern 
with regard to the recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot 
Ogden, UT (DDOU). The people of this community, as well as depot 
employees and their families, are certainly feeling the sting of DLA's 
recommendation. 

We are concerned because we feel DDOU provides a necessary 
service to all Americans and many nations of the free world. The 
distribution service, customer support, and humanitarian relief 
provided by DDOU is of excellent quality and offers U.S. taxpayers an 
exceptional nReal Dallarl' savings year after year, rather than adding 
to our already astronomically high national debt. 

In an independent study of all DLA depots, conducted by Peat, 
Marwick Associates in 1993, DDOU is clearly identified as the depot 
which "represents the wisest use of taxpayer dollars1' and "provides the 
best service of any depot in the entire nation1'. 

If DDOU has consistently been rated as the best and most cost 
efficient depot in the nation, why has it been recommended for closure? 
What really is the rational behind the recommendation? 

Major General Farrell is reported to have told the BRAC 
Commission that DLA1s goal is to place all our nation's defense support 
structure on the coastal seaboards. Was this the rational behind the 
recommendation to close DDOU? 

Historically, DoD has placed major storage and repair depots 
inland to keep them from "harms wayt1 and out of easy reach of open sea 
lanes. From this standpoint, and in view of DDOU's demonstrated 
excellent work ethic, customer service record, and ability to provide 
real dollars savings to taxpayers, please help us provide a more secure 
future of freedom for all Americans by removing DDOU from the Base 
Closure List. 

Sincerely, 

/ 20@ &), 4 
Address 

78 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
~rlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

I would like to take this opportunity to express my concern 
with regard to the recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot 
Ogden, UT (DDOU). The people of this community, as well as depot 
employees and their families, are certainly feeling the sting of DLAts 
recommendation. 

We are concerned because we feel DDOU provides a necessary 
service to all Americans and many nations of the free world. The 
distribution service, customer support, and humanitarian relief 
provided by DDOU is of excellent quality and offers U.S. taxpayers an 
exceptional "Real Dollarw savings year after year, rather than adding 
to our already astronomically high national debt. 

In an independent study of all DLA depots, conducted by Peat, 
Marwick Associates in 1993, DDOU is clearly identified as the depot 
which ttrepresents the wisest use of taxpayer dollarsv and ttprovides the 
best service of any depot in the entire nationtt. 

If DDOU has consistently been rated as the best and most cost 
efficient depot in the nation, why has it been recommended for closure? 
What really is the rational behind the recommendation? 

Major General Farrell is reported to have told the BRAC 
Commission that DLAts goal is to place all our nation's defense support 
structure on the coastal seaboards. Was this the rational behind the 
recommendation to close DDOU? 

Historically, DoD has placed major storage and repair depots 
inland to keep them from "harms wayN and out of easy reach of open sea 
lanes. From this standpoint, and in view of DDOUts demonstrated 
excellent work ethic, customer service record, and ability to provide 
real dollars savings to taxpayers, please help us provide a more secure 
future of freedom for all Americans by removing DDOU from the Base 
Closure List. 

Sincerely, 

Address 

, Uid ~4Hl 





Chairman, Alan J. Dixon 
Defense Ease Closure and  Fealic;nrr~e:~t i-i.rllrc~issi~~n 
1700 North Moore Stuezt Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Chairman Dixon: 

a m  currently employed at Defense Distribution Depot Ogden 
tah. I was surprised to find us on the list recommended for 
losure. I don't know all the reasons and theories behind 

this decision. 8ut I il\j know this. . The employees at @GO 
T A k E  PRIDE in the work they do and would like the opportunity 
to continue to do so. I think our record for support during 
Desert Shield, Desert Storm, Hurricane Andrew and other 
emer-ggncics 3s well as ?very day activities speaks for 
i t z 2 l f .  We worked long and hard to see our customers were 
served quickly and professionally. 

I think you need to look again at the valuable geographic 
acv.3 i r  which this depot lies. It is suited perfectly for 
t h e  Cteploy-lhle M?(;;li(;d? I l n i  +s ( Dep Meds). We have no 
corrosive salt air: l i h ?  the east and west coast areas. With 
Fiill AFB close by i;e have a good hookup for air 
trdnsportation. It' .is my understanding that during the 
recent rain in Califarnia that the Tracy Depot could not ship 
anything out for 5 days due to a washed out bridge. What if 
t h ~  Letcriz2 Dept. needed supplies for military maneuvers at 
that time? E v e r y  a rea  is vulnerable to disasters at one time 
or another. Is it smart to keep all our eggs in one basket? 
I don't think so. 

I realize there must be cutbacks and downsizing. Can't this 
be dorle through attrition and then consolidation rather than 
just plain .L ?osurec3 . I think it can. All I'm asking is that 
/ou looh again and reconsider the decision to close Defense 
Distribution bepot Ogden. Thank you f o i  your time in reading 
this letter. I realize your days ar-e very busy, 

Sincerely. 

. C C :  Brac Committee 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman : 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

Statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the I8depot of choicew selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been ~iven +he o2portcnity 53 
chose a depot co process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead cpe to believe 
that DDOU would be around and continue to do its cost-saving,. efficient 
job for many years to coxe. 

Why then, has the Itnumber onen depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another 81undocumented11 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 

\ :(> p20., < . :y\y-: c\ - 
Addres 





21 March 1995 

Chairman, Alan J. Dixon 
Defense Base C:losur-e and i?ealignme!st Commiss:ion 
1700 North 1,locre Streec Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22203 
7 0 3 -  6 9 6 - 0 5 0 4  

Dear Chairman Dixon, 

As an employee of Defense Depot Ogden Utah, I am cor~cerned not 
only fcr myself, but for all employees at this facility regarding 
the BHAC decision to close this particular instal 1:rion. 

The DDOU workforce is dedicated to providing q u a l i ~ j  work a c  t h i s  
installation. This service is provided at an affordzble price. 
The price DDOU worltforce is being a s k e d - t ~ ~ p a y  is r:ot cost 
efficient by DOD or DLA standards. Defense Distrih..ition Depot 
Ogden, as a whole, has proven itself time and tiice c.;zln; r,:t 
only during Vietnam, Desert Storm, Hurricane ilndre;.:, ar.5 ctk'er 
conflicts and disasters, that we can hold our own. c*;er the 
years DDOU has been the testing depo t  for new computer systems 
which have been implemented throuchout DLA, such as  b!.iOW>.SP, 
DWASP, and the latest systen being tested/implimented DSS. Ke 
were the test facility for the Model Installation Frooran (!.!IP) 
and have ranked number one for seve'tal years. We were also 
instrumental in the Workforce Certification Program a26 the 
hand-held computer scanners. Th,e DEPMEDS function speaks for 
itself as an exceptional operation. 

It certainly does not make good business sense to close an 
operation that has contributed so nuch to the effective acd 
efficient operation of the Defense Logistics Agency ar.6 has the 
capabilities to continue to serve if given half the chance. 

It does not make sense to close e depot facility which is s c  
highly trained, costs less to operate, has upgraded bxildin~ 
facilities, is assessable and space availability; not t o  rxention 
the social and economic impact which closing this facility would 
have on the community. 





The location of DDOU is a factor not to overlook. DLA's "Future 
plan" to locate its f~cilities along the East and West coast does 
not make a cast efficient cperation. DDOU is centrally located 
to serve both East and k?est with the convenience of all types of 
transportation modes avaiiable. DDOU is strategically placed to 
protect against coastal or air attack. This site was chosen 
decades ago for a v e r y  important reason that. shocld not be 
forgotten or lost in the "red tape" of the base closure 
recommendation. 

. . .  Have these questions been eddressed 

1. Hazardous fiaterials Function: Utah has accepled the 
responsibilities and reqtirezents of this progrsm, other states 
have many.restrictions on storage/disposal of HAZI.!AT, where could 
this program be relocated? 

2. DEPMEDS Function: DDOU x a s  chosen for DEFi4EDS, partially 
because of the environmentzl conditions. This would be another 
costly function to move. Is t h e  Army willing to put this 
operation in a c l i n i 3 t e  \;her? the deterioratioti rate xould riot be 
cost effective? 

3. Test Facility Fcnction: The workforce at DDOU has proven 
they can make just about anything work if  given the chance. Can 
you say that about c t h e r  fzcili ties? 

4. California's Condition: With tHe shifting of the earth's 
crust s o  predominant in California, is it wise to be dependent on 
a location that could ;,3ve a:: operation shut d2wn in a matter or 
rnornen t s? 

The task of deterrnirii~g which facilities to close 2r realign is 
difficult. However, follcwing the guidelines that have been set 
for determining this action I em confident you will agree, 
keeping Defense Distribution Depot Ogden open is vital to DLA and 
the customer support to its services. 

Defense Depot Ogden 
Ogden, Ut 84107 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

Statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the "depot of choiceI1 selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU would be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. 

Why then, has the Ifnumber onew depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another nundocumentedll 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 

/ I / /  h) 
Address 

d20DD d # 7f 
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Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, Va 22209 

Dear Chairman Dixon: 

I appreciate the opportunity to express my concern over the closing of 
Defense Distribution Depot Ogden (DDOU). I as an employee of DDOU can 
understand the emotion and stress suffered by all employees, nation 
wide, who are having their jobs discontinued because of Military 
down-sizing; however, the serious nature of this action requires input 
from grass root sources. 

Several items must be identified within our BRAC Closure outlines to 
be sure all Depots are judged in the same manner. We at Defense Depot 
Ogden feel this obligation has been violated, and many of the true 
facts and figures have been distorted in a very negative attitude. 
Because of all Depots being in competition, we have put forth the 
added effort to maintain a number one rating in every aspect of 
shipping, storage and receiving. The present role we play makes it 
difficult to be recognized for our unique ideas and abilities. 

Again may I express our desire to be treated according to facts and 
figures that can and will be proven. In final judgrnent,if our Depot 
does not meet the criteria through fair examination, we are prepared 
to humbly accept closure with the best frame of mind possible. 

Sincerely, 
4%- w &H 
Dave R. Anderson 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment  omm mission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
~rlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

I would like to take this opportunity to express my concern 
with regard to the recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot 
Ogden, UT (DDOU). The people of this community, as well as depot 
employees and their families, are certainly feeling the sting of DLA8s 
recommendation. 

We are concerned because we feel DDOU provides a necessary 
service to all Americans and many nations of the free world. The 
distribution service, customer support, and humanitarian relief 
provided by DDOU is of excellent quality and offers U.S. taxpayers an 
exceptional "Real Dollarn savings year after year, rather than adding 
to our already astronomically high national debt. 

In an independent study of all DLA depots, conducted by Peat, 
Marwick Associates in 1993, DDOU is clearly identified as the depot 
which "represents the wisest use of taxpayer dollars8@ and Itprovides the 
best service of any depot in the entire nationt8. 

If DDOU has consistently been rated as the best and most cost 
efficient depot in the nation, why has it been recommended for closure? 
What really is the rational behind the recommendation? 

Major General Farrell is reported to have told the BRAC 
Commission that DLA8s goal is to place all our nation's defense support 
structure on the coastal seaboards. Was this the rational behind the 
recommendation to close DDOU? 

Historically, DoD has placed major storage and repair depots 
inland to keep them from Ifharms wayw and out of easy reach of open sea 
lanes. From this standpoint, and in view of DDOU1s demonstrated 
excellent work ethic, customer service record, and ability to provide 
real dollars savings to taxpayers, please help us provide a more secure 
future of freedom for all Americans by removing DDOU from the Base 
Closure List. 

Sincerely, 

\ 
\N 

Name 
&L 
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Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a concerned citizen, I tske this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendatjan to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU). 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
t i m e  ? $ d ? ~ ,  ,1\73t v l y  cJ1~ring the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

Statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the "depot of choicen selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been given the oyportunity to 
chose a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to Selieve 
that DDOU would be sround arA continue to do its cost-savrng, efficient 
job for many years tr3 come. 

Why then, has the "number oneN depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another llundocumentedll 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept o r  reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 





Chairman, Alan J. Dixion 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 

Dear Chairman Dixon: 

I am an employee of Defense ~istribution Depot Ogden (DDOU), 
which has been recommended for BRAC closure by the Defense 
Logistics Agency (DLA). This letter is written in behalf of 
myself, my follow employees and all of our families. We all 
certainly feel the sting of DLAfs recommendation. We are 
concerned because we feel that we provide our fellow Americans, 
and the entire free world an honest and necessary service. 
This service is of excellent quality and provides taxpayers an 
exceptional "REAL DOLLARII savings rather than an addition to 
our already astronomically high national debt. 

This letter is written as a question, based on the 1993 
independent study conducted by Peat Marwick which clearly 
indicates that DDOU is the depot which "represents the wisest 
use of taxpayer dollarsff and "provides the best service of any 
depot within the entire nation". 

The question is if DDOU is consistently rated as the very best 
and most cost efficient in the nation, why has it been 
recommended for closure by the very folks for whom we work? In 
our local paper Major General Ferrel is quoted as saying before 
the BRAC commission that DLAts goal is to place all our nations 
fleet support structure on our countries sea boards. Is this 
the rational behind closing DDOU? not that we are cost 
effective or ItTHE BESTw that there is? General Ferrelts 
rational for moving "ALLf1 of our war time materiel support 
structure to the east and west coasts was proven totally 
irrational within month of Pearl Harbor bombing of January 7, 
1941. ~istorically the Defense Department has placed major 
storage and repair depots inland specifically to thwart 
destruction of those same assets when placed within easy reach 
of open sea lanes. It seriously appears as though General 
Ferrel wishes to place the defense support structure of our 
nations fight forces in harms way to save a few bucks in 
shipping costs. 

I strongly urge you to reconsider, and keep Utahnsf who have 
continually demonstrated an excellent work ethic, excellent 
customer service and a real dollar savings to taxpayers in the 
very jobs which are now threatened. Letfs keep both Hill AFB 





and DDOU up and running for a more secure freedom for all 
Americans. 

I do sincerly appreciate your time, energy and support on our 
behalf. 

Respectfully, 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in mazy G ~ ~ S K  world conflicts 
and disasters. 

Statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the Itdepot of choicegt selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU would be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. 

Why then, has the #Inumber onew depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another nundocumentedm 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 

1 a 7 s  w- S77.5- S: 
Address 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

As a resident of Utah and the community surrounding Defense 
Distribution Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU), I am concerned by the 
recommendation to close DDOU. 

It has been reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved 
to the west coast and this gives rise to many questions. 

Why was DDOU rated so low this year, when records indicate the 
depot has consistently met or exceeded the criteria set for remaining a 
viable, functioning, low cost facility year after year? 

How can the hazardous materials storage function be moved to 
the west coast when it was originally placed at DDOU in part due to 
California's restrictions on disposal of such materials? 

Shouldn't we, as Americans, be concerned by the apparent policy 
to put "all our eggs in two basketsN by locating so many defense supply 
functions on the coasts? Wouldnlt it be wiser to retain the most cost 
efficient, strategically located inland sites? DDOU has a demonstrated 
record of cost effectiveness and performance efficiency. It is 
centrally and uniquely located with access to major highway, rail, and 
air transportation facilities. The climate and environmental 
conditions are well-suited for long-term storage of items such as the 
DEPMEDS container hospitals, whereas coastal climates have proven 
detrimental to this function. 

As you evaluate the closure recommendations and criteria, 
please consider these issues and the many others raised and send to you 
by members of the community surrounding DDOU. We feel you will come to 
agree with us that DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully, 

1 
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Name 
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Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the "depot of choiceN selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU would be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. 

Why then, has the "number onef1 depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another "und~cumented'~ 
colitical maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 





Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. chairman: 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU). 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert storm/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

Statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the "depot of choice1' selected by many 
3efense Service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU would be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficienr 
job for many years to come. 

Why then, has the "number one" depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another "undocumented" 
political maneuver? 

YOU and t h e  BRAC commission have the power t o  a c c e p t  or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 

f 0 - /<uE 
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Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the wtestingl' depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLA's Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLA Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
was the only DLA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 

Q nu 
Name 
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Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

I would like to take this opportunity to express my concern 
with regard to the recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot 
Ogden, UT (DDOU). The people of this community, as well as depot 
employees and their families, are certainly feeling the sting of DLAts 
recommendation. 

We are concerned because we feel DDOU provides a necessary 
service to all Americans and many nations of the free world. The 
distribution service, customer support, and humanitarian relief 
provided by DDOU is of excellent quality and offers U.S. taxpayers an 
exceptional "Real Dollaru savings year after year, rather than adding 
to our already astronomically high national debt. 

In an independent study of all DLA depots, conducted by Peat, 
Marwick Associates in 1993, DDOU is clearly identified as the depot 
which Itrepresents the wisest use of taxpayer dollarsn and Itprovides the 
best service of any depot in the entire nationw. 

If DDOU has consistently been rated as the best and most cost 
efficient depot in the nation, why has it been recommended for closure? 
What really is the rational behind the recommendation? 

Major General Farrell is reported to have told the BRAC 
Commission that DLAts goal is to place all our nation's defense support 
structure on the coastal seaboards. Was this the rational behind the 
recommendation to close DDOU? 

Historically, DoD has placed major storage and repair depots 
inland to keep them from "harms wayu and out of easy reach of open sea 
lanes. From this standpoint, and in view of DDOUts demonstrated 
excellent work ethic, customer service record, and ability to provide 
real dollars savings to taxpayers, please help us provide a more secure 
future of freedom for all Americans by removing DDOU from the Base 
Closure List. 

Sincerely, 

L u c , , ,  M a_v\cp,~ 
Name 

-hl P\O-Q 
Address ' 
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Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

The recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden, 
UT (DDOU) is of great concern to me and the members of this community, 
as well as the depot employees and their families. 

In reviewing the information in the DLA Detail Analysis 
supporting their recommendation, we question the validity of the 
selection based on the criteria requested by your commission. There 
are innumerable areas where the facts and figures don't seem to 
"add uptt. 

DDOU has a well-earned reputation for being a cost effective 
and performance efficient depot. It has proven itself time and time 
again in meeting the challenges of mission accomplishment and cost 
savings. 

DDOU has developed, tested, and implemented many computer 
systems and improvements for DLA and DoD. The depot was also 
instrumental in the successful development and implementation of the 
Workforce Certification Program and the use of the ME hand-held 
computer scanners used for inventory and location accuracy. 

Over all, as DDOU1s "track recordn is compared to other depots 
and facilities, the facts will speak for themselves. DDOU consistently 
demonstrates high work quality, productiv.ity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. How can this history of success and achievement suddenly 
NOT be enough to justify DDOUts continued existence as a major 
distribution site in DoD? 

Please carefully evaluate the facts. Itm confident you will 
conclude that for the good of our miiitary forces and the people of the 
United States DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Sincerely, 

bb&\< &X%Qb.3 
Name 
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Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman : 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

Statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the "depot of choicew selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
ekease depot to process their workloads. 
Ch.\uuSL 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU would be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. 

Why then, has the "number onem depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another ~undocumentedtl 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 

L-! u %. L.,<Q k l  
Name 
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Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment  omm mission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

I would like to take this opportunity to express my concern 
with regard to the recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot 
Ogden, UT (DDOU). The people of this community, as well as depot 
employees and their families, are certainly feeling the sting of DLA1s 
recommendation. 

We are concerned because we feel DDOU provides a necessary 
service to all Americans and many nations of the free wodd. The 
distributi~n service, customer support, and hurnanitarian.relief 
provided b$ DDOU is of excellent quality and offers U.S. taxpayers an 
exceptional "Real Dollaru savings year after year, rather than adding 
to our already astronomically high national debt. 

Intan independent study of all DLA depots, conducted by Peat, 
Marwick AsSociates in 1993, DDOU is clearly identified as the depot 
which "represents the wisest use of taxpayer dollars11 and I1provides the 
best service of any depot in the entire nationu. 

If DDOU has.consistently been rated as the best and most cost 
efficient depot in the nation, why has it been recommended for clcsure? 
What really is the rational behind the recommendation? 

Major General Farrell is reported to have told the BRAC 
Cornmission:-that DLA1s goal is to place all- our nation's defense support 
structure on the coastal seaboards. Was this the rational behind the 
recommendation to close DDOU? 

I - - -_ 
~iftoricall~, DoD has placed major storage and repair depots 

inland to keep them from "harms wayt1 and out of easy reach of open sea 
lanes. From this standpoint, and in view of DDOU1s demonstrated 
excellent work ethic, customer service record, and ability to provide 
real dollars savings to taxpayers, please-help us provide a more secure 
future of freedom for all Americans by removing DDOU from the Base 
Closure List. .-. 

Sincerely, - 
I 

. ,' - . , 





Chairman, Alan J .  Dixon 
Defense Base C losu re  and Realignment Commission 
1700 North 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 Chairman Dixon: 

I am c u r r e n t l y  employed a t  Defense D i s t r i bu t i . on  Depot Ogden 
Utah.  I was s u r p r i s e d  t o  f i n d  u s  on t h e  list recommended f o r  
c l o s u r e .  I d o n ' t  know a l l  t h e  r e a s o n s  and t h e o r i e s  behind 
t h i s  d e c i s i o n .  But I do know t h i s .  The employees a t  DDO 
TAKE PRIDE i n  t h e  work t h e y  do and would l i k e  t h e  o p p o r t u n i t y  
t o  c o n t i n u e  t o  do s o .  I t h i n k  our  r e c o r d  f o r  s u p p o r t  du r ing  
Deser t  S h i e l d ,  Deser t  Storm, Hur r icane  Andrew and o t h e r  
emergencies a s  we l l  a s  every  day a c t i v i t i e s  speaks  f o r  
i t s e l f .  We worked long and hard t o  s e e  our cus tomers  were 
se rved  q u i c k l y  and p r o f e s s i o n a l l y .  

I t h i n k  you need t o  look aga in  a t  t h e  v a l u a b l e  geograph ic  
a r e a  i n  which t h i s  depo t  l i e s .  I t  is s u i t e d  p e r f e c t l y  f o r  
t h e  Deployable Medical U n i t s  (Dep Meds). We have n o  
c o r r o s i v e  s a l t  a i r  l i k e  t h e  e a s t  and west c o a s t  a r e a s .  With 
H i l l  AFB c l o s e  by we have a  good hookup f o r  a i r  
t r a n s p o r t a t i o n .  1 t . i ~  my unde r s t and ing  that d u r i n g  t h e  
r e c e n t  r a i n  i n  C a l i f o r n i a  t h a t  t h e  Tracy Depot cou ld  not  s h i p  
any th ing  o u t  f o r  5 days  due t o  a  washed o u t  b r i d g e .  What i f  
t h e  Defense Dept .  needed s u p p l i e s  f o r  m i l i t a r y  maneuvers a t  
t h a t  t ime? Every a r e a  is v u l n e r a b l e  t o  d i s a s t e r s  a t  one time 
or a n o t h e r .  Is i t  smar t  t o  keep a l l  our eggs  i n  one baske t?  
I d o n ' t  t h i n k  s o .  

I r e a l i z e  t h e r e  must be cu tbacks  and downsiz ing.  Can't t h i s  
be d o n e  through a t t r i t i o n  and then  conso l ida t . ion  r a t h e r  t h a n  
j u s t  p l a i n  c l o s u r e s ?  I t h i n k  it c a n .  A l l  I'm a sk ing  is t h a t  
you look a g a i n  and r e c o n s i d e r  t h e  d e c i s i o n  t o  c l o s e  Defense 
D i s t r i b u t i o n  Depot Ogden. Thank you f o r  your time i n  r e a d i n g  
t .h is  l e t t e r .  I r e a l i z e  your days  a r e  very  busy, 

S i n c e r e l y ,  

d~&akp 
C C :  Brac Committee 









Mr. Alan J. ~ixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

chairman ~ixon: 

As a resident of Utah and the community surrounding Defense 
Distribution Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU), I am concerned by the 
recommendation to close DDOU. 

It has been reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved 
to the west coast and this gives rise to many questions. 

Why was DDOU rated so low this year, when records indicate the 
depot has consistently met or exceeded the criteria set for remaining a 
viable, functioning, low cost facility year after year? 

How can the hazardous materials storage function be moved to 
the west coast when it was originally placed at DDOU in part due to 
California's restrictions on disposal of such materials? 

Shouldn't we, as Americans, be concerned by the apparent policy 
to put "all our eggs in two basketsw by locating so many defense supply 
functions on the coasts? Wouldn't it be wiser to retain the most cost 
efficient, strategically located inland sites? DDOU has a demonstrated 
record of cost effectiveness and performance efficiency. It is 
centrally and uniquely located with access to major highway, rail, and 
air transportation facilities. The .--______-__ climate and envi~o~nqental -. 

conditions are well-suited for long-term storage ofitems - such as the 
DEPMEDS container hospitals,_ .wher-eas _coastal climates have - -  proven - - -  

dZri&entai-to-Fhis function. 

AS you evaluate the closure recommendations and criteria, 
please consider these issues and the many others raised and send to you 
by members of the community surrounding DDOU. We feel you will come to 
agree with us that DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully , 

/qqybdcl ,  +25oy./ /  
Address 



Mr. Alan 3 .  Dixon, chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman : 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 
Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

Statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
i n  DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the "depot of choicen selected by many 
n e f ~ n s e  ~ervlse Centers when they haTTe bsen given "h.2 o p ~ o r t s n i t y  to 
chose a depot 7:o process their workloads. 

These and maxy other documented facts would lead cce to believe 
that DDOU woulc\ be arocnd and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many ye7rs to cOAC- 

Why then, has the ttnumber onew depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another uundocumented" 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and a l l ~ w  DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to o u r  
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, I 

- .  

Address 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a member of the community in which it is located, I would 
like to speak against the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU) . 

DDOU has consistently been a cost effective and performance 
efficient depot. It has a well-educated and highly professional 
workforce which has contributed much to this community, our national 
defense, and the humanitarian relief of many nations of the world. 

Over the years DDOU has been the "testingv depot for many new 
computer systems for DLA and DoD. MOWASP, DWASP, and other systems 
such as DSS currently being tested, have been perfected at DDOU and 
implemented throughout the U.S. defense system. 

DDOU was the test facility for DLAts Model Installation Program 
and depot employee suggestions saved U.S. taxpayers over $5 million 
during the years the program was in effect. The depot received the 
prestigious DLA Model Installation Award for six consecutive years and 
was the only DLA depot to receive that award. 

It doesn't seem to make good business sense to close a depot 
which has a conscientious, dependable workforce, has proven cost 
effective to operate, is easily accessible to highway, rail, and air 
shipping, has upgraded storage facilities, and also has expansion space 
available. 

The task of determining which facilities should be closed or 
realigned is difficult to be sure. However, as you evaluate the 
criteria which has been set for determining these actions and judge the 
depot on its merits, I am confident you will agree that keeping DDOU 
open will be highly beneficial to our national defense and the missions 
served throughout the world. Please remove DDOU from the Base Closure 
List. 

Respectfully, 

ame 
&?J&g4k /?*+ 
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Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

As a concerned citizen, I take this opportunity to express my 
concern regarding the recommendation to close Defense Distribution 
Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU). 

a@ DDOU has proven itself cost effective and performance efficient 
time and time again. Not only during the Vietnam War, Desert Storm/ 

1 1 ~ ~ '  Desert Shield, and Hurricane Andrew, but in many other world conflicts 
and disasters. 

Statistically, DDOU has been reported as the lowest cost depot 
in DLA and DoD, year after year. Depot employees have consistently 
demonstrated high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. DDOU has been the "depot of choice" selected by many 
Defense Service Centers when they have been given the opportunity to 
chose a depot to process their workloads. 

These and many other documented facts would lead one to believe 
that DDOU would be around and continue to do its cost-saving, efficient 
job for many years to come. 

Why then, has the "number onew depot suddenly been recommended 
for closure? Was the recommendation truly based on the BRAC criteria 
diligently collected and submitted, or is it another ltundocumentedM 
political maneuver? 

You and the BRAC commission have the power to accept or reject 
the recommendation for closure. Please carefully consider the facts 
and allow DDOU to continue to provide cost effective service to our 
armed forces and dollar savings to the taxpayers of the United States 
by removing it from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully submitted, 

G. C, l c  
Name 

- r e e t  
Address 

Orde~,Utah 8 4 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

As a resident of Utah and the community surrounding Defense 
Distribution Depot Ogden, UT (DDOU), I am concerned by the 
recommendation to close DDOU. 

It has been reported that the functions at DDOU are to be moved 
to the west coast and this gives rise to many questions. 

Why was DDOU rated so low this year, when records indicate the 
depot has consistently met or exceeded the criteria set for remaining a 
viable, functioning, low cost facility year after year? 

How can the hazardous materials storage function be moved to 
the west coast when it was originally placed at DDOU in part due to 
California's restrictions on disposal of such materials? 

Shouldn't we, as Americans, be concerned by the apparent policy 
to put "all our eggs in two baskets" by locating so many defense supply 
functions on the coasts? Wouldn't it be wiser to retain the most cost 
efficient, strategically located inland sites? DDOU has a demonstrated 
record of cost effectiveness and performance efficiency. It is 
centrally and uniquely located with access to major highway, rail, and 
air transportation facilities. The climate and environmental 
conditions are well-suited for long-term storage of items such as the 
DEPMEDS container hospitals, whereas coastal climates have proven 
detrimental to this function. 

As you evaluate the closure recommendations and criteria, 
please consider these issues and the many others raised and sen+ to you 
by members of the community surrounding DDOU. We feel you will come to 
agree with us that DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Respectfully, 

I / /  / Iu 
Address 

2000 d # 773 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Mr. Chairman: 

The recommendation to close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden, 
UT (DDOU) is of great concern to me and the members of this community, 
as well as the depot employees and their families. 

In reviewing the information in the DLA Detail Analysis 
supporting their recommendation, we question the validity of the 
selection based on the criteria requested by your commission. There 
are innumerable areas where the facts and figures don't seem to 
"add upvv. 

DDOU has a well-earned reputation for being a cost effective 
and performance efficient depot. It has proven itself time and time 
again in meeting the challenges of mission accomplishment and cost 
savings. 

DDOU has developed, tested, and implemented many computer 
systems and improvements for DLA and DoD. The depot was also 
instrumental in the successful development and implementation of the 
Workforce Certification Program and the use of the ME hand-held 
computer scanners used for inventory and location accuracy. 

Over all, as DDOU's Ittrack recordN is compared to other depots 
and facilities, the facts will speak for themselves. DDOU consistently 
demonstrates high work quality, productivity, and customer support and 
satisfaction. How can this history of success and achievement suddenly 
NOT be enough to justify DDOUvs continued existence as a major 
distribution site in DoD? 

Please carefully evaluate the facts. Ivm confident you will 
conclude that for the good of our military forces and the people of the 
United States DDOU should be removed from the Base Closure List. 

Sincerely, 



2 1  March 1 9 9 5  

Cha i rman ,  A1 all J. Gii:on 
D e f e n s e  Ease  C'l o s u u e  and  Real  ignn:s:lt Commission 
1 7 0 0  N o r t h  Moore S t r e e t  S u i t e  14;; 
A r l i n g t o n ,  VA 2 2 2 0 9  
7 0 3 -  6 9 6 - 0 5 0 4  

Dear  Cha i rman  D i x o n ,  

A s  a n  e m p l o y e e  o f  U e f e n s c  Depot Ogden U t a h ,  I am C O L Z ? ~ : : ' ? ~  r-ot 
o n l y  f o r  m y s e l f ,  b u t  f o r  a l l  employees a t  t h i s  faciiicy r e ~ a r d i n g  
t h e  H R A C  d e c i s i - o n  t o  c l o s e  t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  i n s t a l  la t lc : .  . 

T h e  DDOU w o r k f o r c e  i s  d e d i c a t e d  t o  p r o v i d i n g  q u a l i t y  . KG:;: . at t h i s  
i n s t a l  l a t i o n .  T h i s  s e r v i c e  i s  p rov ided  a t  a n  affords:>- 2  rice. 
T h e  p r i c e  DDOU w o r k f o r c e  i s  b e i n g  a s k e d . . t o  , p a y  i s  n o t  c o s t  
e f f  i c : i e n t  b y  DOD o r  DLA s t a n d , a r d s .  De fense  D i s t r i b i i k i  ::-I D e p o t  
Oyden,  a s  a w h o l e ,  hc?s proven.  itself t i m e  arid t i m e  aGcl..l:i; i - 1 ~ :  

o n l y  d u r i n g  Viet .narn,  D e s e r t  Storr;!, i i u r r i c a n e  Andret:,  1::: o t h z r  
c o r ~ f l i c t s  a n d  d i s a s t e r s ,  t h a t ,  we c ~ 1 1  h o l d  o u r  own. C.:er t h e  
y e a r s  DDOU h a s  b e e n  t h e  t e s t i n g  depo t  f o r  new compu te r  sy s t ems  
w h i c h  h a v e  b e e n  imp1 e n e n t e d  t h roughou t  D L A ,  s u c h  a s  k!ChhSP, 
DWASP, and  t h e  l a t e s t  s y s t e m  b e i n g  t e s t e d / i m p l  i m e n t e ?  ZSS. Ke 
were  t h e  t e s t .  f a c i l i t y  f o r  t h e  ~ o d ~ 1 ,  I n s t a l l a t i o n  Prigra::!  (k!IP) 
and  h a v e  r a n k e d  number  o n e  f o r  s e v e r a l  y e a r s .  We were a l s o  
i n s t r u m e n t a l  i n  t h e  Work fo rce  C e r t i f i c a t i o n  P rog ram az , i  t h e  
h a n d - h e l d  c o m p u t e r  s c a n n e r s .  T h e  DEPMEDS f u n c t i o n  s p e a k s  f o r  
i t s e l f  a s  a n  e x c e p t i o n a l  o p e r a t i o n .  

I t  c e r t a i n l y  d o e s  n o t  make good b u s i n e s s  s e n s e  t o  c l o s e  a n  
nperatj nn t h a t  h a s  co-,trihutc?.! c.3 r r l rh  t o  t h e  e f f p r t . i y ! e  2 n d  
e f f i c i e n t  o p e r a t i o n  of t h e  De fense  L o g i s t i c s  Agency ar.2 h a s  the 
c a p a b i l i t i e s  t o  c o n t i n u e  t o  s e r v e  ~f g i v e n  h a l f  t h e  c k ~ n c e .  

J t  d o e s  n o t  make sense t o  c l o s e  2. depo t  f a c i l i t y  wh ich  i s  s o  
h i g h l y  t r a i n e d ,  c o s t s  l e s s  t o  o p e r a t e ,  h a s  u p g r a d e d  bxilding 
f a c i l i t i e s ,  i s  assessable and s p a c e  a v a i l a b i l i t y ;  n o t  . .  s: . m e n t i o n  
t h e  s o c i a l  and e c o n o m i c  i m p a c t  which c l o s i n g  t h i s  f a c l i l t y  would 
h a v e  on t h e  commun i ty .  



The location of DDOU is a factor not to overlook. Gih's "Future 
Plan" to locate its facilities along the East and West coast does 
not make a cost efficient operation. DDOU is centrally loczted 
to serve both East and West with the convenience of all t y z ~ s  of 
transportation modes a v a i l a b l e .  DDOU is strategically placed to 
protect against coastal c r  air attack. This site was chosen 
decades ago for a very important reason that should not he 
forgotten or lost in the "red tape" of the base closure 
recommendation. 

Have these questions been addressed . . .  
1. Hazardous Materials Function: Utah has accepted the 
responsibi.1iti.e~ and requirements of this progl-am, other states 
have many'rcstrictions on storage/disposal of HAZNAT, where could 
this program be relocated? 

2. DEPMEDS Functioil: DDOU was chosen for DEPl.iEDS, partial i y  
because of the environment21 conditions, This would be another 
costly function to move. Is the Army willing to put t h i s  
operation in a climate whers t h e  deterioration rate would ~ 2 :  he 
cost effective? 

3. Test Facility Function: The workforce at DDOU has proven 
they can make just about anything work i f  given the chzrice. Can 
you say that about other facilities? 

4. California's Condition: With th'e shifting of the earth's 
crust so predominant in California, is it wise to be dependent on 
a loc,ation that could have a n  ogeration shut down in a matter o f  
moments? 

The task of determining which facilities to close or realign is 
difficult. However, following the guidelines that have been s e t  
for determining this action I: am confident you will agree, 
keeping Defense Distribution Depot Ogden open is vital to DLk 2r:d 
the customer support to its services. 

Defense Depot Ogden 
Ogden, Ut 84407 
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Chairman, Alan J. Dixon 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Chairman Dixon, 

I am writing as a concerned citizen and as an employee at Defense Depot 
Ogden. 

I do understand our country's position in reducing military infrastructure 
and I do appreciate the difficult decisions that the commission has to make 
in the next few months regarding the future of many installations. 

Those decisions that you and the commission have to make need to be based 
on good business sense, leaving politics and prejudice out. This whole 
exercise is based on reducing government spending and more effectiveness 

The Defense Depot Ogden has always been the top rated depot in DLA for 
efficiency and quality of work. Our BRAC numbers can bear that out. 

DLA's decision was based on the fact that they want to move depot 
operations to the coast, with total disregard to the criterion established 
to select candidates for closure. This does not make good business sense. 

At a time when private companies are relocating away from the coasts to 
become more central to all of their customers, DLA is going in the opposite 
direction. 

If the decision to close depots within DLA was being made by the supply 
centers and customers, Defense Depot Ogden would be the last one to 40 
based on the excellent service we provide and the way we do our job. 



M a r c h  2 6 ,  1 9 9 5  

D e a r  C h a i r m a n  D i x o n :  I 
D e f e n s e  D i s t r i b u t i o n  D e p o t  O g d e n  U t a h  i s  r e c o m m e n d e d  f o r  
c l o s u r e  b y  i t s  p a r e n t  a g e n c y ,  T h e  D e f e n s e  L o g i s t i c s  A g e n c y .  
T h e  n a t i o n  w i l l  l o o s e  i t s  m o s t  c o s t  e f f e c t i v e  DLA d e p o t ( P e a t  
M a r w i c k  i n d e p e n d e n t  r e p o r t  f o r  DLA, 1 9 9 3 ) ,  a n d  a c c o r d i n g  t o  
DLA i t ' s  t h i r d  r a t e d  d e p o t  w i t h  r e g a r d  t o  a c t i v e  m i l i t a r y  v a l u e .  

F o r  y e a r s  i n  s u c c e s s i o n ,  D D O U  w a s  t h e  c r o w n i n g  j ewel  i n  t h e  
DLA s y s t e m ,  h a v i n g  p e r e n i a l l y  r e c e i v e d  t h e  DLA M o d e l  I n s t a l l a t i o n  
A w a r d ,  S u m m e r i a l  R e c o g n i t i o n  f o r  E x c e l l e n c e  f r o m  P r e s i d e n t  R o n a l d  
R e a g a n ,  a n d  r e c o g n i t i o n  a n d  h e a r t  f e l t  t h a n k s  f r o m  t h e  v i c t o r i o u s  
t r o o p s  o f  t h e  P e r s i a n  G u l f  War. 

R e t u r n i n g  P e r s i a n  G u l f  o f f i c e r s  p a i d  v i s i t s  t o  D D O U  a n d  i t s  
p e r s o n n e l  t o  t h a n k  t h e m  f o r  t h e  q u a l i t y  a n d  r a p i d i t y  o f  t h e i r  
s e r v i c e  i n  s e n d i n g  s c o r e s  o f  d e p l o y a b l e  h o s p i t a l s  a n d  n u m e r o u s  
o t h e r  i t m e s ,  i m p e r a t i v e  f o r  v i c t o r y  i n  t h e  w a r  a g a i n s t  I r a q .  
T h e s e  v e t e r a n s  t o l d  O g d e n  d e p o t  w o r k e r s  t o  n e v e r  f o r g e t  t h a t  
O g d e n  was a l w a y s  s y n o n o m o u s  w i t h  q u a l i t y ,  a n d  q u a l i t y  m e a n t  
e v e r y t h i n g  t o  t h e m  i n  t h e  w a r .  

I n  s h o r t ,  D L A ' s  o v e r s i g h t e d  r e c o m m e n d a t i o n  t o  c l o s e  D D O U  was 
n o t  b a s e d  o n  how well  i t s  d e p o t s  g e t  t h e  j o b  d o n e  o r  t h e  a s s o c i a t e d  
d o l l a r  c o s t  r e q u i r e d .  DLA u s e d  w h a t  i t  c a l l s  i t s  v i s i o n  f o r  t h e  
f u t u r e  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  l o g i s t i c s  n e e d s  o f  America. T h i s  v i s i o n  o f  
t h e  f u t u r e  d i s r e g a r d s  t h e  s u c c e s s  o f  l a c k  o f  s u c c e s s  i t s  d e p o t s  
d e m o n s t r a t e d  i n  p r o v i d i n g  q u a l i t y ,  t i m e l y  l o g i s t i c s  s u p p o r t  t o  
t h e  men a n d  women i n  t h e  A r m y ,  N a v y ,  Air F o r c e ,  a n d  M a r i n e s .  

DLA h a s  n o t  y e t  c o n s i d e r e d  O g d e n ' s  1 9 9 1  r e c o r d  o f  e x c e l l e n c e  i n  
a  c o m p l i c a t e d ,  r e a l ,  m i d d l e  e a s t  w a r  a s  r e l e v a n t .  DLA who r a t e s  
O g d e n  a s  n u m b e r  3 i n  a c t i v e  m i l i t a r y  v a l u e  h a s  o p t e d  t o  c l o s e  O g d e n  
w h i l e  k e e p i n g  o p e n  t h e  R i c h m o n d  D e p o t  i t  r a t e s  a s  4 a n d  t h e  C o l u m b u s  
D e p o t  i t  r a t e s  a s  6 .  F o r t u n a t e l y ,  DLA a n d  BRAC h a v e  t i m e  t o  c o r r e c t  
t h i s  e n o r m o u s  e r r o r .  

I n  t h e  s c e n a r i o  o f  D L A ' s  v i s i o n  o f  t h e  f u t u r e ,  T r a c y - S h a r p  D e p o t  i n  
C a l i f o r n i a  w i l l  n e e d  t o  c o n s t r u c t  m a n y  n e w  w a r e h o u s e s  t o  f u l f i l l  
i t s  r o l e  a s  t h e  s o l e  DLA D e p o t  i n  t h e  w e s t e r n  U n i t e d  S t a t e s .  i q e a n w h i l c  
t h e  t a x p a y e r  h a s  s p l e n d i d  w a r e h o u s e  f a c i l i t i e s  a t  D D O U  t h a t  w i l l  
n o t  f u l f i l l  t h e i r  i n t e n d e d  p u r p o s e .  

As t h e  f a c t s  b e c o m e  m a n i f e s t ,  t h e  DLA v i s i o n  i s  c l e a r l y  o u t  o f  f o c u s ,  
a n d  way  o u t  o f  t u n e  w i t h  t h e  s p i r i t  o f  BRAC. T h i s  i s  n o t  w h a t  
A m e r i c a  w a n t s .  

R e c o g n i z i n g  y o u r  e x p e r i e n c e  a n d  e x p e r t i s e  i n  p r e p a r e d n e s s  a n d  r e a d i n e  
I am c o n f i d e n t  t h a t  y o u  w i l l  m a k e  a f i n a l  d e c i s i o n  a n c h o r e d  t o  
a l l  r e l e v a n t  f a c t s  a n d  b a s e d  u p o n  t h e  i m p o r t a n c e  o f  a d v a n t a g e s ,  
I am s u r e  y o u  w i l l  p e r c e i v e  t h e  o v e r w h e l m i n g  a d v a n t a g e s  o f  m a i n t a i n g  
a n d  e v e n  e n h a n c i n g  t h e  r o l e  o f  D D O U .  



The l o c a t l o n  O F  DDOU 1s d f a c ~ o r  riot t o  o v e r  look. u ~ ~ ' s  f r ~ u t ~ ~ e  
Plan' '  t o  l o c a t e  ~ t s  L ~ C I ~ I L L ~ ~  aiui~y t r l ~  hdbr d11d  web^ c o d s t  u v r s  
n o t  make a c o s t  e f f r c l e r ~ t  u p e r a ~ i c l t i .  ~ l i j ~ ) ~  15 c t t : i ~ ~ ~ d ~ l y  jucdLeu 
t o  serve b o t h  E a s t  a i d  desc w ~ t i i  t ~ i c  ~ o l i v e n ~ e n c t  u~ dl1 1 - y p r s  u f  
t r a n s p o r t a t l o ~ l  niodes c i v a i i a b l e .  LL)OZ I:, s t r a t e y ~ c d ~ l y  p~-)ld~e(K LC, 
p r o t e c t  a g a i n s t  o o d s l a l  o r  ~ L L  a t i a c k .  r i l l s  s i ~ e  was chuserl 
decades  ago  f O L  a v e r y  i~nyor  tdrli Leasoil tr idt  srrould irot be 
f o r g o t t e n  o r  l o s t  in t h e  " i e u  ~ d p e "  u f   lie base  clssure 
recommendation. 

Have t h e s e  y u e s t l v n s  Leer,  d d d r e s s e d . .  

1. H a z a ~ r l o u s  M a ~ r t r  iais i - ' t ~ r ~ c t ~ c i ~ ~ :  u ~ d : i  ild.> .*GL . . p ~ e ~  Ltle 
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have many ~ e s t r i u ~ ~ u ~ i s  u ~ i  s L u r  d q e j ~ t ~ s p a s d l  b I  i l r t a i u i r i Y r  Y J J ~ ~ L ~  C U ~ L L L  

this pzoyiatri ue L ~ I U L ~ L ~ ~ ?  

2. DEPblEuS FUIIC L L U L L .  i l U w i l  w ~ S  ~ i ~ ~ b t j i i  L O Z  d E r i ~ ~ i i ~ / S ,  p d ~  L . I Q L  I j' 

b e c a u s e  ot tiie ~ ~ L V L  L ~ r i r t t e l M  c o n u ~  L L U I A S .  'L'i~ls W O U ~  d */e dl~uiricL 
c o s t l y  fuuction Lo move. 1s tile A ~ n k y  w l l i i l ~ g  1.0 put i i ~ ~ s  

o p e r a t i o n  l r i  d ciimaze where t h e  d e t e r i o r a t ~ o r l  rate w v u i b  n o t  ue 
c o s t  e f f e c t i v e .  

3 .  T e s t  F a c l l i t y  F U ~ I C ~ L O I I :  The wurk iu rce  a t  0L)OU hds p ~ u v e l i  
t h e y  can  make l u s t  abou t  d r i y t ~ ~ i u g  W G L ~  I; g ~ . v e ~ l  t i l e  ciiance. idn 
you s a y  t h a t  a b o u t  o t h e r  f a c i i l ~ ~ e s ?  

4 .  C a l i f  w r n i a ' s  c;ullu~ t r o n :  dith ~ i l e  sill£ t n r l y  U L  trle edl l r i ' s  
c r u s t  s o  predomiriilnt L L ~  C d l l F o ~ i l i a ,  ~s L L  h . ~ s e  L U  ue deyt i l~dent  url 
a  l o c a t i o l ~  t h a t  u o u i d  have an O ~ J ~ L ~ ~ L L U ~ I  S ~ I C I ~  dowr~ I n  a matter ui 
moments? 

The t a s k  of de ter in in i r ly  WIALCIL f d c i l l t ~ e a  L O  c l o s e  ut r e d ~ ~ g i l  i s  
dlf ficult . However . f u l  L o w ~ ~ i y   he g u i u e s ~ r ' l e s  t i ~ d t .  ilave uc;c;rl deL 
f O K  deter i~rir l i r ly  t l i l s  at L L U I ~  I dlri C L J L , ; , U ~ ~ I L .  ~ ~ o u  NL,, ~ L J L  LC, 

keep ing  Deferlse ~ ~ L ~ L L L U U L L O I L  bepoi G g ~ c e i ~  ope11 15 , j A ~ c * . .  t c r  UL;I d l ~ u  
t h e  custolne!. s u p p o r t  l o  i t s  b e i  ir lchb.  







M a r c h  2 6 ,  1 9 9 5  

- 

D e a r  C o m m i s s i o n e r  K l i n g :  

D e f e n s e  D i s t r i b u t i o n  D e p o t  O g d e n  U t h  i s  r e c o m m e n d e d  f o r  
c l o s u r e  b y  i t s  p a r e n t  a g e n c y ,  T h e  Deft qe L o g i s t i c s  A g e n c y .  
T h e  n a t i o n  w i l l  l o o s e  i t s  m o s t  c o s t  e f f t l t i v e  D L A  d e p o t ( P e a t  
M a r w i c k  i n d e p e n d e n t  r e p o r t  f o r  DLA, 1 9 9 3 ) ,  a n d  a c c o r d i n g  t o  
DLA i t ' s  t h i r d  r a t e d  d e p o t  w i t h  r e g a r d  t o  a c t i v e  m i l i t a r y  v a l u e .  

F o r  y e a r s  i n  s u c c e s s i o n ,  DDOU was t h e  c r o w n i n g  jewel i n  t h e  
DLA s y s t e m ,  h a v i n g  p e r e n i a l l y  r e c e i v e d  t h e  DLA M o d e l  I n s t a l l a t i o n  
A w a r d ,  S u m m e r i a l  R e c o g n i t i o n  f o r  E x c e l l e n c e  f r o m  P r e s i d e n t  R o n a l d  
R e a g a n ,  a n d  r e c o g n i t i o n  a n d  h e a r t  f e l t  t h a n k s  f r o m  t h e  v i c t o r i o u s  
t r o o p s  o f  t h e  P e r s i a n  G u l f  W a r .  

R e t u r n i n g  P e r s i a n  G u l f  o f f i c e r s  p a i d  v i s i t s  t o  D D O U  a n d  i t s  
p e r s o n n e l  t o  t h a n k  t h e m  f o r  t h e  q u a l i t y  a n d  r a p i d i t y  o f  t h e i r  
s e r v i c e  i n  s e n d i n g  s c o r e s  o f  d e p l o y a b l e  h o s p i t a l s  a n d  n u m e r o u s  
o t h e r  i t m e s ,  i m p e r a t i v e  f o r  v i c t o r y  i n  t h e  war a g a i n s t  I r a q .  
T h e s e  v e t e r a n s  t o l d  O g d e n  d e p o t  w o r k e r s  t o  n e v e r  f o r g e t  t h a t  
O g d e n  w a s  a l w a y s  s y n o n o m o u s  w i t h  q u a l i t y ,  a n d  q u a l i t y  m e a n t  
e v e r y t h i n g  t o  t h e m  i n  t h e  w a r .  

I n  s h o r t ,  D L A ' s  o v e r s i g h t e d  r e c o m m e n d a t i o n  t o  c l o s e  D D O U  was 
n o t  b a s e d  o n  how w e l l  i t s  d e p o t s  g e t  t h e  j o b  d o n e  o r  t h e  a s s o c i a t e d  
d o l l a r  c o s t  r e q u i r e d .  DLA u s e d  w h a t  i t  c a l l s  i t s  v i s i o n  f o r  t h e  
f u t u r e  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  l o g i s t i c s  n e e d s  o f  A m e r i c a .  T h i s  v i s i o n  o f  
t h e  f u t u r e  d i s r e g a r d s  t h e  s u c c e s s  o f  l a c k  o f  s u c c e s s  i t s  d e p o t s  
d e m o n s t r a t e d  i n  p r o v i d i n g  q u a l i t y ,  t i m e l y  l o g i s t i c s  s u p p o r t  t o  
t h e  men a n d  women i n  t h e  A r m y ,  N a v y ,  A i r  F o r c e ,  a n d  M a r i n e s .  

DLA h a s  n o t  y e t  c o n s i d e r e d  O g d e n ' s  1 9 9 1  r e c o r d  o f  e x c e l l e n c e  i n  
a  c o m p l i c a t e d ,  r e a l ,  m i d d l e  e a s t  w a r  a s  r e l e v a n t .  DLA who  r a t e s  
O g d e n  a s  n u m b e r  3 i n  a c t i v e  m i l i t a r y  v a l u e  h a s  o p t e d  t o  c l o s e  O g d e n  
w h i l e  k e e p i n g  o p e n  t h e  R i c h m o n d  D e p o t  i t  r a t e s  a s  4 a n d  t h e  C o l u m b u s  
D e p o t  i t  r a t e s  a s  6 .  F o r t u n a t e l y ,  DLA a n d  B R A C  h a v e  t i m e  t o  c o r r e c t  
t h i s  e n o r m o u s  e r r o r .  

I n  t h e  s c e n a r i o  o f  D L A ' s  v i s i o n  o f  t h e  f u t u r e ,  T r a c y - S h a r p  D e p o t - i n  
C a l i f o r n i a  w i l l  n e e d  t o  c o n s t r u c t  m a n y  n e w  w a r e h o u s e s  t o  f u l f i l l  
i t s  r o l e  a s  t h e  s o l e  DLA D e p o t  i n  t h e  w e s t e r n  U n i t e d  S t a t e s .  M e a n w h i l e ,  
t h e  t a x p a y e r  h a s  s p l k n d i d  w a r e h o u s e  f a c i l i t i e s  a t  D D O U  t h a t  w i l l  
n o t  f u l f i l l  t h e i r  i n t e n d e d  p u r p o s e .  

A s  t h e  f a c t s  b e c o m e  m a n i f e s t ,  t h e  DLA v i s i o n  i s  c l e a r l y  o u t  o f  f o c u s ,  
a n d  w a y  o u t  o f  t u n e  w i t h  t h e  s p i r i t  o f  BRAC. T h i s  i s  n o t  w h a t  
A m e r i c a  w a n t s .  

R e c o g n i z i n g  y o u r  e x p e r i e n c e  a n d  e x p e r t i s e  i n  p r e p a r e d n e s s  a n d  r e a d i n e s s ,  
I am c o n f i d e n t  t h a t  y o u  w i l l  m a k e  a f i n a l  d e c i s i o n  a n c h o r e d  t o  
a l l  r e l e v a n t  f a c t s  a n d  b a s e d  u p o n  t h e  i m p o r t a n c e  o f  a d v a n t a g e s .  
I am s u r e  y o u  w i l l  p e r c e i v e  t h e  o v e r w h e l m i n g  a d v a n t a g e s  o f  m a i n t a i n g  
a n d  e v e n  e n h a n c i n g  t h e  r o l e  o f  D D O U .  
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Dear C o m m i s s i o n e r  M o n t o y a :  

D e f e n s e  D i s t r i b u t i o n  D e p o t  O g d e n  U t a h  i s  r e c o m m e n d e d  f o r  
c l o s u r e  b y  i t s  p a r e n t  a g e n c y ,  T h e  D e f e n s e  L o g i s t i c s  A g e n c y .  
T h e  n a t i o n  w i l l  l o o s e  i t s  m o s t  c o s t  e f f e c t i v e  DLA d e p o t ( P e a t  
M a r w i c k  i n d e p e n d e n t  r e p o r t  f o r  DLA, 1 9 9 3 ) ,  a n d  a c c o r d i n g  t o  
DLA i t ' s  t h i r d  r a t e d  d e p o t  w i t h  r e g a r d  t o  a c t i v e  m i l i t a r y  v a l u e .  

F o r  y e a r s  i n  s u c c e s s i o n ,  D D O U  was t h e  c r o w n i n g  jewel i n  t h e  
DLA s y s t e m ,  h a v i n g  p e r e n i a l l y  r e c e i v e d  t h e  DLA M o d e l  I n s t a l l a t i o n  
A w a r d ,  S u m m e r i a l  R e c o g n i t i o n  f o r  E x c e l l e n c e  f r o m  P r e s i d e n t  R o n a l d  
R e a g a n ,  a n d  r e c o g n i t i o n  a n d  h e a r t  f e l t  t h a n k s  f r o m  t h e  v i c t o r i o u s  
t r o o p s  o f  t h e  P e r s i a n  G u l f  War. 

R e t u r n i n g  P e r s i a n  G u l f  o f f i c e r s  p a i d  v i s i t s  t o  D O O U  a n d  i t s  
p e r s o n n e l  t o  t h a n k  t h e m  f o r  t h e  q u a l i t y  a n d  r a p i d i t y  o f  t h e i r  
s e r v i c e  i n  s e n d i n g  s c o r e s  o f  d e p l o y a b l e  h o s p i t a l s  a n d  n u m e r o u s  
o t h e r  i t m e s ,  i m p e r a t i v e  f o r  v i c t o r y  i n  t h e  war a g a i n s t  I r a q .  
T h e s e  v e t e r a n s  t o l d  O g d e n  d e p o t  w o r k e r s  t o  n e v e r  f o r g e t  t h a t  
O g d e n  was a l w a y s  s y n o n o m o u s  w i t h  q u a l i t y ,  a n d  q u a l i t y  m e a n t  
e v e r y t h i n g  t o  t h e m  i n  t h e  war .  

I n  s h o r t ,  D L A f s  o v e r s i g h t e d  r e c o m m e n d a t i o n  t o  c l o s e  D D O U  w a s  
n o t  b a s e d  o n  how we l l  i t s  d e p o t s  g e t  t h e  j o b  d o n e  o r  t h e  a s s o c i a t e d  
d o l l a r  c o s t  r e q u i r e d .  DLA u s e d  w h a t  i t  c a l l s  i t s  v i s i o n  f o r  t h e  
f u t u r e  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  l o g i s t i c s  n e e d s  o f  A m e r i c a .  T h i s  v i s i o n  o f  
t h e  f u t u r e  d i s r e g a r d s  t h e  s u c c e s s  o f  l a c k  o f  s u c c e s s  i t s  d e p o t s  
d e m o n s t r a t e d  i n  p r o v i d i n g  q u a l i t y ,  t i m e l y  l o g i s t i c s  s u p p o r t  t o  
t h e  men a n d  women i n  t h e  A r m y ,  N a v y ,  Air F o r c e ,  a n d  M a r i n e s .  

DLA h a s  n o t  y e t  c o n s i d e r e d  O g d e n ' s  1 9 9 1  r e c o r d  o f  e x c e l l e n c e  i n  
a  c o m p l i c a t e d ,  r e a l ,  m i d d l e  e a s t  w a r  a s  r e l e v a n t .  DLA who r a t e s  
O g d e n  a s  n u m b e r  3 i n  a c t i v e  m i l i t a r y  v a l u e  h a s  o p t e d  t o  c l o s e  O g d e n  
w h i l e  k e e p i n g  o p e n  t h e  R i c h m o n d  D e p o t  i t  r a t e s  a s  4 a n d  t h e  C o l u m b u s  
D e p o t  i t  r a t e s  a s  6 .  F o r t u n a t e l y ,  DLA a n d  BRAC h a v e  t i m e  t o  c o r r e c t  
t h i s  e n o r m o u s  e r r o r .  

I n  t h e  s c e n a r i o  o f  D L A ' s  v i s i o n  o f  t h e  f u t u r e ,  T r a c y - S h a r p  D e p o t  i n  
C a l i f o r n i a  w i l l  n e e d  t o  c o n s t r u c t  many  n e w  w a r e h o u s e s  t o  f u l f i l l  
i t s  r o l e  a s  t h e  s o l e  DLA D e p o t  i n  t h e  w e s t e r n  U n i t e d  S t a t e s .  M e a n w h i l e ,  
t h e  t a x p a y e r  h a s  s p l e n d i d  w a r e h o u s e  f a c i l i t i e s  a t  D D O U  t h a t  w i l l  
n o t  f u l f i l l  t h e i r  i n t e n d e d  p u r p o s e .  

A s  t h e  f a c t s  b e c o m e  m a n i f e s t ,  t h e  DLA v i s i o n  i s  c l e a r l y  o u t  o f  f o c u s ,  
a n d  way o u t  o f  t u n e  w i t h  t h e  s p i r i t  o f  BRAC. T h i s  i s  n o t  w h a t  
America w a n t s .  

R e c o g n i z i n g  y o u r  e x p e r i e n c e  a n d  e x p e r t i s e  i n  p r e p a r e d n e s s  a n d  r e a d i n e s s ,  
I am c o n f i d e n t  t h a t  y o u  w i l l  m d k e  a  f i n a l  d e c i s i o n  a n c h o r e d  t o  
a l l  r e l e v a n t  f a c t s  a n d  b a s e d  a p o n  t h e  i m p o r t a n c e  o f  a d v a n t a g e s ,  
I am s u r e  y o u  w i l l  p e r c e i v e  t h e  o v e r w h e l m i n g  a d v a n t a g e s  o f  r n a i n t a i n g  
a n d  e v e n  e n h a n c i n g  t h e  r o l e  o f  D D O U .  
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D e a r  C o m m i s s i o n e r  C o r n e l l a  : 

D e f e n s e  D i s t r i b u t i o n  D e p o t  O g d e n  U t a h  i s  r e c o m m e n d e d  f o r  
c l o s u r e  b y  i t s  p a r e n t  a g e n c y ,  T h e  D e f e n s e  L o g i s t i c s  A g e n c y .  
T h e  n a t i o n  w i l l  l o o s e  i t s  m o s t  c o s t  e f f e c t i v e  DLA d e p o t ( P e a t  
M a r w i c k  i n d e p e n d e n t  r e p o r t  f o r  DLA, 1 9 9 3 ) ,  a n d  a c c o r d i n g  t o  
DLA i t ' s  t h i r d  r a t e d  d e p o t  w i t h  r e g a r d  t o  a c t i v e  m i l i t a r y  v a l u e .  

F o r  y e a r s  i n  s u c c e s s i o n ,  D D O U  was t h e  c r o w n i n g  j e w e l  i n  t h e  
DLA s y s t e m ,  h a v i n g  p e r e n i a l l y  r e c e i v e d  t h e  DLA M o d e l  I n s t a l l a t i o n  
A w a r d ,  S u m m e r i a l  R e c o g n i t i o n  f o r  E x c e l l e n c e  f r o m  P r e s i d e n t  R o n a l d  
R e a g a n ,  a n d  r e c o g n i t i o n  a n d  h e a r t ;  f e l t  t h a n k s  f r o m  t h e  v i c t o r i o u s  
t r o o p s  o f  t h e  P 3 r s i a n  G u l f  W a r .  

R e t u r n i n g  P e r s i a n  G u l f  o f f i c e r s  p a i d  v i s i t s  t o  DDOU a n d  i t s  
p e r s o n n e l  t o  t h a n k  t h e m  f o r  t h e  q u a l i t y  a n d  r a p i d i t y  o f  t h e i r  
s e r v i c e  i n  s e n d i n g  s c o r e s  o f  d e p l o y a b l e  h o s p i t a l s  a n d  n u m e r o u s  
o t h e r  i tmes ,  i m p e r a t i v e  f o r  v i c t o r y  i n  t h e  w a r  a g a i n s t  I r a q .  
T h e s e  v e t e r a n s  t o l d  O g d e n  d e p o t  w o r k e r s  t o  n e v e r  f o r g e t  t h a t  
O g d e n  was a l w a y s  s y n o n o m o u s  w i t h  q u a l i t y ,  a n d  q u a l i t y  m e a n t  
e v e r y t h i n g  t o  t h e m  i n  t h e  war. 

I n  s h o r t ,  D L A 1 s  o v e r s i g h t e d  r e c o m m e n d a t i o n  t o  c l o s e  DDOU was 
n o t  b a s e d  o n  how w e l l  i t s  d e p o t s  g e t  t h e  j o b  d o n e  o r  t h e  a s s o c i a t e d  
d o l l a r  c o s t  r e q u i r e d ,  DLA u s e d  w h a t  i t  c a l l s  i t s  v i s i o n  f o r  t h e  
f u t u r e  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  l o g i s t i c s  n e e d s  o f  A m e r i c a .  T h i s  v i s i o n  o f  
t h e  f u t u r e  d i s r e g a r d s  t h e  s u c c e s s  o f  l a c k  o f  s u c c e s s  i t s  d e p o t s  
d e m o n s t r a t e d  i n  p r o v i d i n g  q u a l i t y ,  t i m e l y  l o g i s t i c s  s u p p o r t  t o  
t h e  men a n d  women i n  t h e  A r m y ,  N a v y ,  A i r  F o r c e ,  a n d  M a r i n e s .  

DLA h a s  n o t  y e t  c o n s i d e r e d  O g d e n ' s  1 9 9 1  r e c o r d  o f  e x c e l l e n c e  i n  
a  c o m p l i c a t e d ,  r e a l ,  m i d d l e  e a s t  war a s  r e l e v a n t .  DLA who r a t e s  
O g d e n  a s  n u m b e r  3 i n  a c t i v e  m i l i t a r y  v a l u e  h a s  o p t e d  t o  c l o s e  O g d e n  
w h i l e  k e e p i n g  o p e n  t h e  R i c h m o n d  D e p o t  i t  r a t e s  a s  4 a n d  t h e  C o l u m b u s  
D e p o t  i t  r a t e s  a s  6 .  F o r t u n a t e l y ,  DLA a n d  BRAC h a v e  t ime  t o  c o r r e c t  
t h i s  e n o r m o u s  e r r o r .  

I n  t h e  s c e n a r i o  o f  D L A ' s  v i s i o n  o f  t h e  f u t u r e ,  T r a c y - S h a r p  D e p o t  i n  
C a l i f o r n i a  w i l l  n e e d  t o  c o n s t r u c t  m a n y  n e w  w a r e h o u s e s  t o  f u l f i l l  
i t s  r o l e  a s  t h e  s o l e  DLA D e p o t  i n  t h e  w e s t e r n  U n i t e d  S t a t e s .  M e a n w h i l e ,  
t h e  t a x p a y e r  h a s  s p l e n d i d  w a r e h o u s e  f a c i l i t i e s  a t  D D O U  t h a t  w i l l  
n o t  f u l f i l l  t h e i r  i n t e n d e d  p u r p o s e .  

A s  t h e  f a c t s  b e c o m e  m a n i f e s t ,  t h e  DLA v i s i o n  i s  c l e a r l y  o u t  o f  f o c u s ,  
a n d  w a y  o u t  o f  t u n e  w i t h  t h e  s p i r i t  o f  BRAC. T h i s  i s  n o t  w h a t  
America w a n t s .  

R e c o g n i z i n g  y o u r  e x p e r i e n c e  a n d  e x p e r t i s e  i n  p r e p a r e d n e s s  a n d  r e a d i n e s s ,  
I am c o n f i d e n t  t h a t  y o u  w i l l  m a k e  a f i n a l  d e c i s i o n  a n c h o r e d  t o  
a l l  r e l e v a n t  f a c t s  a n d  b a s e d  u p o n  t h e  i m p o r t a n c e  o f  a d v h n t a g e s .  
I am s u r e  y o u  w i l l  p e r c e i v e  t h e  o v e r w h e l m i n g  a d v a n t a g e s  o f  m a i n t a i n g  
a n d  e v e n  e n h a n c i n g  t h e  r o l e  o f  D D O U .  



M a r c h  2 6 ,  1 9 9 5  

D e a r  C o m m i s s i o n e r  R e b e c c a  G .  C o x :  

D e f e n s e  D i s t r i b u t i o n  U e p o t  O g d e n  U t a h  i s  r e c o m m e n d e d  f o r  
c l o s u r e  b y  i t s  p a r e n t  a g e n c y ,  T h e  D e f e n s e  L o g i s t i c s  A g e n c y .  
T h e  n a t i o n  w i l l  l o o s e  i t s  m o s t  c o s t  e f f e c t i v e  DLA d e p o t ( P e a t  
M a r w i c k  i n d e p e n d e n t  r e p o r t  f o r  DLA, 1 9 9 3 ) ,  a n d  a c c o r d i n g  t o  
DLA i t ' s  t h i r d  r a t e d  d e p o t  w i t h  r e g a r d  t o  a c t i v e  m i l i t a r y  v a l u e .  

F o r  y e a r s  i n  s u c c e s s i o n ,  D D O U  was t h e  c r o w n i n g  j ewe l  i n  t h e  
DLA s y s t e m ,  h a v i n g  p e r e n i a l l y  r e c e i v e d  t h e  DLA M o d e l  I n s t a l l a t i o n  
A w a r d ,  S u m m e r i a l  R e c o g n i t i o n  f o r  E x c e l l e n c e  f r o m  P r e s i d e n t  R o n a l d  
R e a g a n ,  a n d  r e c o g n i t i o n  a n d  h e a r t  f e l t  t h a n k s  f r o m  t h e  v i c t o r i o u s  
t r o o p s  o f  t h e  P e r s i a n  G u l f  W a r .  

R e t u r n i n g  P e r s i a n  G u l f  o f f i c e r s  p a i d  v i s i t s  t o  D D O U  a n d  i t s  
p e r s o n n e l  t o  t h a n k  t h e m  f o r  t h e  q u a l i t y  a n d  r a p i d i t y  o f  t h e i r  
s e r v i c e  i n  s e n d i n g  s c o r e s  o f  d e p l o y a b l e  h o s p i t a l s  a n d  n u m e r o u s  
o t h e r  i t m e s ,  i m p e r a t i v e  f o r  v i c t o r y  i n  t h e  w a r  a g a i n s t  I r a q .  
T h e s e  v e t e r a n s  t o l d  O g d e n  d e p o t  w o r k e r s  t o  n e v e r  f o r g e t  t h a t  
O g d e n  was a l w a y s  s y n o n o m o u s  w i t h  q u a l i t y ,  a n d  q u a l i t y  m e a n t  
e v e r y t h i n g  t o  t h e m  i n  t h e  w a r .  

I n  s h o r t ,  D L A ' s  o v e r s i g h t e d  r e c o ~ m m e n d a t i o n  t o  c l o s e  D D O U  was 
n o t  b a s e d  o n  how w e l l  i t s  d e p o t s  g e t  t h e  j o b  d o n e  o r  t h e  a s s o c i a t e d  
d o l l a r  c o s t  r e q u i r e d .  DLA u s e d  w h a t  i t  c a l l s  i t s  v i s i o n  f o r  t h e  
f u t u r e  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  l o g i s t i c s  n e e d s  o f  A m e r i c a .  T h i s  v i s i o n  o f  
t h e  f u t u r e  d i s r e g a r d s  t h e  s u c c e s s  o f  l a c k  o f  s u c c e s s  i t s  d e p o t s  
d e m o n s t r a t e d  i n  p r o v i d i n g  q u a l i t y ,  t i m e l y  l o g i s t i c s  s u p p o r t  t o  
t h e  men a n d  women i n  t h e  A r m y ,  N a v y ,  Air F o r c e ,  a n d  M a r i n e s .  

DLA h a s  n o t  y e t  c o n s i d e r e d  O g d e n ' s  1 9 9 1  r e c o r d  o f  e x c e l l e n c e  i n  
a c o m p l i c a t e d ,  r e a l ,  m i d d l e  e a s t  w a r  a s  r e l e v a n t .  DLA who r a t e s  
O g d e n  a s  n u m b e r  3 i n  a c t i v e  m i l i t a r y  v a l u e  h a s  o p t e d  t o  c l o s e  O g d e n  
w h i l e  k e e p i n g  o p e n  t h e  R i c h m o n d  D e p o t  i t  r a t e s  a s  4 a n d  t h e  C o l u m b u s  
D e p o t  i t  r a t e s  a s  6 .  F o r t u n a t e l y ,  DLA a n d  BRAC h a v e  t ime t o  c o r r e c t  
t h i s  e n o r m o u s  e r r o r .  

I n  t h e  s c e n a r i o  o f  D L A ' s  v i s i o n  o f  t h e  f u t u r e ,  T r a c y - S h a r p  D e p o t  i n  
C a l i f o r n i a  w i l l  n e e d  t o  c o n s t r u c t  m a n y  n e w  w a r e h o u s e s  t o  f u l f i l l  
i t s  r o l e  a s  t h e  s o l e  DLA D e p o t  i n  t h e  w e s t e r n  U n i t e d  S t a t e s .  M e a n w h i l e ,  
t h e  t a x p a y e r  h a s  s p l e n d i d  w a r e h o u s e  f a c i l i t i e s  a t  D D O U  t h a t  w i l l  
n o t  f u l f i l l  t h e i r  i n t e n d e d  p u r p o s e .  

A s  t h e  f a c t s  b e c o m e  m a n i f e s t ,  t h e  DLA v i s i o n  i s  c l e a r l y  o u t  o f  f o c u s ,  
a n d  w a y  o u t  o f  t u n e  w i t h  t h e  s p i r i t  o f  BRAC. T h i s  i s  n o t  w h a t  
America w a n t s .  

R e c o g n i z i n g  y o u r  e x p e r i e n c e  a n d  e x p e r t i s e  i n  p r e p a r e d n e s s  a n d  r e a d i n e s s ,  
I am c o n f i d e n t  t h a t  y o u  w i l l  m a k e  a  f i n a l  d e c i s i o n  a n c h o r e d  t o  
a l l  r e l e v a n t  f a c t s  a n d  b a s e d  u p o n  t h e  i m p o r t a n c e  o f  a d v a n t a g e s *  
I am s u r e  y o u  w i l l  p e r c e i v e  t h e  o v e r w h e l m i n g  a d v a n t a g e s  o f  m a i n t a i n g  
a n d  e v e n  e n h a n c i n g  t h e  r o l e  o f  D D O U .  



M a r c h  2 6 ,  1 9 9 5 ,  

D e a r  C o m m i s s i o n e r  3 .8 .  D a v i s :  

D e f e n s e  D i s t r i b u t i o n  D e p o t  O g d e n  i J t a h  i s  r e c o m m e n d e d  f o r  
c l o s u r e  b y  i t s  p a r e n t  a g e n c y ,  T h e  D e f e n s e  L o g i s t i c s  A g e n c y .  
T h e  n a t i o n  w i l l  l o o s e  i t s  m o s t  c o s t  e f f e c t i v e  DLA d e p o t ( P e a t  
M a r w i c k  i n d e p e n d e n t  r e p o r t  f o r  DLA, 1 9 9 3 1 ,  a n d  a c c o r d i n g  t o  
DLA i t ' s  t h i r d  r a t e d  d e p o t  w i t h  r e g a r d  t o  a c t i v e  m i l i t a r y  v a l u e .  

F o r  y e a r s  i n  s u c c e s s i o n ,  D D O U  was t h e  c r o w n i n g  jewel  i n  t h e  
DLA s y s t e m ,  h a v i n g  p e r e n i a l l y  r e c e i v e d  t h e  DLA M o d e l  I n s t a l l a t i o n  
A w a r d ,  S u m m e r i a l  R e c o g n i t i o n  f o r  E x c e l l e n c e  f r o m  P r e s i d e n t  R o n a l d  
R e a g a n ,  a n d  r e c o g n i t i o n  a n d  h e a r t  f e l t  t h a n k s  f r o m  t h e  v i c t o r i o u s  
t r o o p s  o f  t h e  P e r s i a n  G u l f  W a r .  

R e t u r n i n g  P e r s i a n  G u l f  o f f i c e r s  p a i d  visits t o  D D O U  a n d  i t s  
p e r s o n n e l  t o  t h a n k  t h e m  f o r  t h e  q u a l i t y  a n d  r a p i d i t y  o f  t h e i r  
s e r v i c e  i n  s e n d i n g  s c o r e s  o f  d e p l - o y a b l e  h o s p i t a l s  a n d  n u m e r o u s  
o t h e r  i t m e s ,  i m p e r a t i v e  f o r  v i c t o r y  i n  t h e  w a r  a g a i n s t  I r a q .  
T h e s e  v e t e r a n s  t o l d  O g d e n  d e p o t  w o r k e r s  t o  n e v e r  f o r g e t  t h a t  
O g d e n  w a s  a l w a y s  s y n o n o m o u s  w i t h  q u a l i t y ,  a n d  q u a l i t y  m e a n t  
e v e r y t h i n g  t o  t h e m  i n  t h e  w a r .  

I n  s h o r t ,  D L A 1 s  o v e r s i g h t e d  r e c o r n m e n d a t i o n  t o  c l o s e  D D O U  was 
n o t  b a s e d  o n  how wel l  i t s  d e p o t s  g e t  t h e  j o b  d o n e  o r  t h e  a s s o c i a t e d  
d o l l a r  c o s t  r e q u i r e d .  DLA u s e d  ' w h a t  i t  c a l l s  i t s  v i s i o n  f o r  t h e  
f u t u r e  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  l o g i s t i c s  n e e d s  o f  A m e r i c a .  T h i s  v i s i o n  o f  
t h e  f u t u r e  d i s r e g a r d s  t h e  s u c c e s s  o f  l a c k  o f  s u c c e s s  i t s  d e p o t s  
d e m o n s t r a t e d  i n  p r o v i d i n g  q u a l i t y ,  t i m e l y  l o g i s t i c s  s u p p o r t  t o  
t h e  men a n d  women i n  t h e  A r m y ,  N a v y ,  Air F o r c e ,  a n d  M a r i n e s .  

DLA h a s  n o t  y e t  c o n s i d e r e d  O g d e n ' s  1 9 9 1  r e c o r d  o f  e x c e l l e n c e  i n  
a c o m p l i c a t e d ,  r e a l ,  m i d d l e  e a s t  w a r  a s  r e l e v a n t .  DLA who r a t e s  
O g d e n  a s  n u m b e r  3 i n  a c t i v e  m i l i t a r y  v a l u e  h a s  o p t e d  t o  c l o s e  O g d e n  
w h i l e  k e e p i n g  o p e n  t h e  R i c h m o n d  D e p o t  i t  r a t e s  a s  4 a n d  t h e  C o l u m b u s  
D e p o t  i t  r a t e s  a s  6 .  F o r t u n a t e l y ,  DLA a n d  BRAC h a v e  t ime t o  c o r r e c t  
t h i s  e n o r m o u s  e r r o r .  

I n  t h e  s c e n a r i o  o f  D L A ' s  v i s i o n  o f  t h e  f u t u r e ,  T r a c y - S h a r p  D e p o t  i n  
C a l i f o r n i a  w i l l  n e e d  t o  c o n s t r u c t  m a n y  new w a r e h o u s e s  t o  f u l f i l l  
i t s  r o l e  a s  t h e  s o l e  DLA D e p o t  i n  t h e  w e s t e r n  U n i t e d  S t a t e s .  M e a n w h i l e ,  
t h e  t a x p a y e r  h a s  s p l e n d i d  w a r e h o u s e  f a c i l i t i e s  a t  D D O U  t h a t  w i l l  
n o t  f u l f i l l  t h e i r  i n t e n d e d  p u r p o s e .  

A s  t h e  f a c t s  b e c o m e  m a n i f e s t ,  t h e  DLA v i s i o n  i s  c l e a r l y  o u t  o f  f o c u s ,  
a n d  way  o u t  o f  t u n e  w i t h  t h e  s p i r i t  o f  BRAC. T h i s  i s  n o t  w h a t  
A m e r i c a  w a n t s .  

R e c o g n i z i n g  y o u r  e x p e r i e n c e  a n d  e x p e r t i s e  i n  p r e p a r e d n e s s  a n d  r e a d i n e s s ,  
I am c o n f i d e n t  t h a t  y o u  w i l l  m a k e  a  f i n a l  d e c i s i o n  a n c h o r e d  t o  
a l l  r e l e v a n t  f a c t s  a n d  b a s e d  a p o n  t h e  i m p o r t a n c e  o f  a d v a n t a g e s ,  
I am s u r e  y o u  w i l l  p e r c e i v e  t h e  o v e r w h e l m i n g  a d v a n t a g e s  o f  m a i n t a i n g  
a n d  e v e n  e n h a n c i n g  t h e  r o l e  o f  D D O U .  



M a r c h  2 6 ,  1 9 9 5  

D e a r  C o m q i s s i o n e r  S t e e l e :  

D e f e n s e  D i s t r i b u t i o n  D e p o t  O g d e n  U t a h  i s  r e c o m m e n d e d  f o r  
c l o s u r e  b y  i t s  p a r e n t  a g e n c y ,  T h e  D e f e n s e  L o g i s t i c s  A g e n c y .  
T h e  n a t i o n  w i l l  l o o s e  i t s  m o s t  c o s t  e f f e c t i v e  DLA d e p o t ( P e a t  
M a r w i c k  i n d e p e n d e n t  r e p o r t  f o r  DLA, 1 9 9 3 ) ,  a n d  a c c o r d i n g  t o  
DLA i t ' s  t h i r d  r a t e d  d e p o t  w i t h  r e g a r d  t o  a c t i v e  m i l i t a r y  v a l u e .  

F o r  y e a r s  i n  s i ~ c c e s s i o n ,  D D O U  w a s  t h e  c r o w n i n g  j ewel  i n  t h e  
DLA s y s t e m ,  h a v i n g  p e r e n i a l l y  r e c e i v e d  t h e  DLA M o d e l  I n s t a l l a t i o n  
A w a r d ,  S u m m e r i a l  R e c o g n i t i o n  f o r  E x c e l l e n c e  f r o m  P r e s i d e n t  R o n a l d  
R e a g a n ,  a n d  r e c o g n i t i o n  a n d  h e a r t  f e l t  t h a n k s  f r o m  t h e  v i c t o r i o u s  
t r o o p s  o f  t h e  P e r s i a n  C u l f  !Var. 

R e t u r n i n g  P e r s i a n  G u l f  o f f i c e r s  p a i d  v i s i t s  t o  D D O U  a n d  i t s  
p e r s o n n e l  t o  t h a n k  t h e m  f o r  t h e  q u a l i t y  a n d  r a p i d i t y  o f  t h e i r  
s e r v i c e  i n  s e n d i n g  s c o r e s  o f  d e p l o y a b l e  h o s p i t a l s  a n d  n u m e r o u s  
o t h e r  i t m e s ,  i m p e r a t i v e  f o r  v i c t , o r y  i n  t h e  w a r  a g a i n s t  I r a q .  
T h e s e  v e t e r a n s  t o l d  O g d e n  d e p o t  w o r k e r s  t o  n e v e r  f o r g e t  t h a t  
O g d e n  was a l w a y s  s y n o n o m o u s  w i t h  q u a l i t y ,  a n d  q u a l i t y  m e a n t  
e v e r y t h i n g  t o  t h e m  i n  t h e  w a r .  

I n  s h o r t ,  D L A ' s  o v e r s i g h t e d  r e c o r n m e n c a t i o n  t o  c l o s e  D D O U  was 
n o t  b a s e d  o n  how well  i t s  d e p o t s  g e t  t h e  j o b  d o n e  o r  t h e  a s s o c i a t e d  
d o l l a r  c o s t  r e q u i r e d .  DLA u s e d  w h a t  i t  c a l l s  i t s  v i s i o n  f o r  t h e  
f u t u r e  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  l o g i s t i c s  n e e d s  o f  A m e r i c a .  T h i s  v i s i o n  o f  
t h e  f u t u r e  d i s r e g a r d s  t h e  s u c c e s s  o f  l a c k  o f  s u c c e s s  i t s  d e p o t s  
d e m o n s t r a t e d  i n  p r o v i d i n g  q u a l i t y ,  t i m e l y  l o g i s t i c s  s u p p o r t  t o  
t h e  men a n d  women i n  t h e  A r m y ,  N a v y ,  A i r  F o r c e ,  a n d  M a r i n e s .  

DLA h a s  n o t  y e t  c o n s i d e r e d  O g d e n ' s  1 9 9 1  r e c o r d  o f  e x c e l l e n c e  i n  
a  c o m p l i c a t e d ,  r e a l ,  m i d d l e  e a s t  w a r  a s  r e l e v a n t .  DLA who r a t e s  
O g d e n  a s  n u m b e r  3 i n  a c t i v e  m i l i t a r y  v a l u e  h a s  o p t e d  t o  c l o s e  O g d e n  
w h i l e  k e e p i n g  o p e n  t h e  R i c h m o n d  D e p o t  i t  r a t e s  a s  4 a n d  t h e  C o l u m b u s  
D e p o t  i t  r a t e s  a s  6 .  F o r t u n a t e l y ,  DLA a n d  BRAC h a v e  t ime t o  c o r r e c t  
t h i s  e n o r m o u s  e r r o r .  

I n  t h e  s c e n a r i o  o f  D L A ' s  v i s i o n  o f  t h e  f u t u r e ,  T r a c y - S h a r p  D e p o t  i n  
C a l i f o r n i a  w i l l  n e e d  t o  c o n s t r u c t  m a n y  n e w  w a r e h o u s e s  t o  f u l f i l l  
i t s  r o l e  a s  t h e  s o l e  DLA D e p o t  i n  t h e  w e s t e r n  U n i t e d  S t a t e s .  M e a n w h i l e ,  
t h e  t a x p a y e r  h a s  s p l e n d i d  w a r e h o u s e  f a c i l i t i e s  a t  D D O U  t h a t  w i l l  
n o t  f u l f i l l  t h e i r  i n t e n d e d  p u r p o s e .  

A s  t h e  f a c t s  b e c o m e  m a n i f e s t ,  t h e  DLA v i s i o n  i s  c l e a r l y  o u t  o f  f o c u s ,  
a n d  w a y  o u t  o f  t u n e  w i t h  t h e  s p i r i t  o f  BRAC. T h i s  i s  n o t  w h a t  
America w a n t s .  

R e c o g n i z i n g  y o u r  e x p e r i e n c e  a n d  e x p e r t i s e  i n  p r e p a r e d n e s s  a n d  r e a d i n e s s ,  
I am c o n f i d e n t  t h a t  y o u  w i l l  m a k e  a f i n a l  d e c i s i o n  a n c h o r e d  t o  
a l l  r e l e v a n t  f a c t s  a n d  b a s e d  u p o n  t h e  i m p o r t a n c e  o f  a d v a n t a g e s .  
I am s u r e  y o u  w i l l  p e r c e i v e  t h e  o v e r w h e l m i n g  a d v a n t a g e s  o f  m a i n t a i n g  
a n d  e v e n  e n h a n c i n g  t h e  r o l e  o f  D D O U .  



21 March 1995 

Chairman, Alan J .  Dixon 
Defense Base Closure and Real i  gnment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street  Suite 1425 
Arlington, Va 22209 

Dear Chairman D i x o n .  

As an employee of Defense Depot Ogden Utah, I am concerned n o t  only for  
myself, b u t  for a l l  employees a t  t h i s  f a c i l i t y  regarding the Brac 
decision to  close th i s  particular ins ta l la t ion .  

The DDOU workforce i s  dedicated t o  providing quality work a t  t h i s  ins ta l la t ion .  
This service i s  provided a t  an affordable price. The price DDOU workforce i s  
being asked t o  pay i s  not cost e f f ic ien t  by DOD or DLA standards. Defense 
Distribution Depot Ogden, as a  whole, has proven i t s e l f  time a n d  time again; n o t  
only during Vietnam, Desert Storm, Hurricane Andrew, and other conflicts and 
disasters ,  that we can hold our own. 0 ver the years D D O U  has been the testing 
depot for new computer systems which have been implemented throughout D L A ,  such 
as MOWASP, DWASP, and the l a t e s t  sys,tem being tested/implemented DSS. We 
were the t e s t  faci 1 i  ty for the Model Instal lation Program ( M I P )  and have 
ranked number one for several years. We were also instrumental in the Workforce 
Certification Program and the hand-held computer scanners. The DEPMEDS function 
speaks for i t s e l f  as an exceptional operation. 

I t  cer ta inly does n o t  make good business sense t o  close an operation that  has 
Contributed so much t o  the effect ive and ef f ic ien t  operation of the Defense 
Logistics Agency and has the capabi l i t ies  t o  continue t o  serve i f  given 
half the chance. 

I t  does n o t  make sense to  close a  d~epot f a c i l i t y  which i s  so highly trained, 
costs 1 ess t o  operate, has upgraded building f a c i l i t i e s ,  i s  assessable and space avai 
ab i l i t y ;  n o t  t o  mention the social a n d  economic impact which closing t h i s  
f a c i l i t y  would have on the community. 

The 1 ocati on of DDOU i s  a  factor n o t  t o  be overlooked. DLA'9 "Future 
Plan" t o  locate i t s  f a c i l i t i e s  along the East and West coast does n o t  make a 
cost e f f ic ien t  operation. DDOU i s  centrally located t o  serve b o t h  East and 
West with the convenience of a l l  types of transportation modes available.  
DDOUis s t ra teg ica l ly  place t o  protect against coastel or a i r  attack. This s i t e  
was chosen decades ago for a  very important reason that  should n o t  be 
forgotten or los t  in the "red tape" of the base closure recommendation. 



Have t h e s e  q u e s t i o n s  been addressed ... 

1. Hazardous M a t e r i a l s  Func t ion ;  U tah  has accepted t h e  r e s p o s i b i l i t i e s  
and requ i rements  o f  t h i s  program, o t h e r  s t a t e s  have many r e s t r i c t i o n s  on 
s t o r a g e / d i s p o s a l  o f  HAZMAT, where c o u l d  t h i s  program be r e 1  ocated? 

2. DEPMEDS F u n c t i o n :  DDOU was chosen f o r  DEPMEDS, p a r t i a l l y  because o f  t h e  
env i ronmenta l  c o n d i t i o n s .  T h i s  would be ano the r  c o s t l y  f u n c t i o n  t o  move. I s  
t h e  Army w i l l i n g  t o  p u t  t h i s  o p e r a t i o n  i n  a  c l i m a t e  where t h e  d e t e r i o r a t i o n  r a t e  
would n o t  be c o s t  e f f e c t i v e ?  

3. T e s t  F a c i l i t y  F u n c t i o n :  The w o r k f o r c e  a t  DDOU has proven t h e y  can make 
j u s t  abou t  a n y t h i n g  work i f  g i v e n  t h e  chance. Can you say t h a t  about  o t h e r  
f a c i l i t i e s ?  

4. C a l i f o r n i a ' s  C o n d i t i o n :  Wi th  t h e  s h i f t i n g  o f  t h e  e a r t h ' s  c r u s t  so 
predominant  i n  C a l i f o r n i a ,  i s  i t  w ise  t o  be dependent on a l o c a t i o n  t h a t  
c o u l d  have an o p e r a t i o n  s h u t  down i n  a  m a t t e r  o f  moments? 

The t a s k  o f  d e t e r m i n i n g  which f a c i l i t i e s  t o  c l o s e  o r  r e a l i g n  i s  d i f f i c u l t .  
However, f o l l o w i n g  t h e g u i d e l  i nes t h a t  have been s e t  f o r  d e t e r m i n i n g  t h i s  
a c t i o n  I am c o n f i d e n t  you w i l l  agree,  keep ing  Defense D i s t r i b u t i o n  Depot Ogden 
open i s  v i t a l  t o  DLA and t h e  customer s u p p o r t  t o  i t s  s e r v i c e s .  

Defense Depot Ogden 
Ogden, U tah  84407 
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2 1  March 2.995 

Ciiairniall, Aicl i i  J . D L ~ L J L ~  
Defense Base C l o s u r e  ailu i - . t a ; l y i ~ l i . e ~ ~ ~  v ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ; ~ ~ r ~ ~ l  

1 7 0 0  Nor th  L v i u ~ ~ e  ~ t ~ a e L  au~L--: A<!,> 
A r l i n g t o n ,  V A  L ~ L G ~  
i -. - 
I ~ J -  6 5 6 - J L u -  

Dear Chai rnran Dixoll, 

As an  employee 01 uefense Uepot uydc;~~ U L ~ I ~ ,  1 air1 corlceriled rluL 
o n l y  f o r  r r iysr i f ,  h u t  t o r  c ir  eii~piuyees a i  L t i l S  i r l ~ l i l t y  ~ e $ j d t 6 i ~ i g  
t h e  BRAC declsion t ~ ,  close L ~ L S  y d ~  ~ ~ c u i a r  I L I ~ C ~ L ~ ~ ~ L V I I .  

The DDOU w o ~ k f o r e e  i s  U ~ U J - C C I L ~ U  tu ~ L ~ V L ~ L I I ~  y u a l ~ ~ y  w u ~ k  aC L i i l s  

i n s t a l  latiun. ?nls service is  k ~ u v i d e u  d~ dri a i ~ i ~ ~ u d ~ ~ e  p ~ ~ c t ? .  
The p r l c e  DDQU w o r k f o r c e  is b e l i l y  ddl,ed Lo pt- ' "~  .L,= A I U L  C U ~ L  
e f f i c i e n t  by D b D  or  D L k  s t a r l ~ i a r  ds . Ijc;elist D A S ~ L  . t u r l i ~ . ~ ~ ~ l  i i e p u t  
Ogden, as  a whole,  iias prove11 ~ . t s e ~ i  t l i , i t .  arid iiine a g d ~ n ;  L I U L  
on ly  du r ing  Vletnd111, U e s z ~  t u , c , L i n ,  j i u ~  L I U ~ ~ I ~  A I I L I L Y N ,  d11d L I ~ . L I ~ L  

c o n f l i c t s  and d l s a s t e ~ s ,  ~ ; ~ a i  we c d ~ i  l l u ~ u  U L L K  oku.  V V ~ L  L I I ~  

years DDOU h a s  b e e i ~  t i l e  L E ~ L A L ~ < J  G e p u t  i u ~  uaw L L I I I ~ U L ~ ~  b y b i ~ ~ i ~ s  
which have  beell ~rrip i e~ r t e r i~eu  L-i,.- " L * ~ ~ I ~ L A  L ~)~l.ii, buck. db iilijWAbi- , 
DWASP, and t h e  ; a ~ e b i  s y s  * e l i t  uctiily ces Ledjxmpi ~triei~ted G ~ S .  de 
were t h e  test E ~ L ~ I J . ~ ~  L D L  I ~ L ) U C I  i i i b ~ d ;  i d ~ ~ ~ j i ~  t ' i d y r a i r i  j l v l l k j  
a i d  have  ~d11kt;'J I I U I I I U ~ . ~  U I I ~ ' :  L ~ J I  d e i d e L d ~  y e d ~ ~ .  ~ t !  weLr d ~ s u  
~ n s t r u f n e r ~ i a i  rii tiit: 'wu.)r~uLLe L ~ L ~ . L L - C ~ L I U I A  r ~ 3 $ j K d l i l  drld ii~tj 

hand-heid C U I I I ~ U ~ E J I  S C ~ ~ L L I I ~ L S .  J lie u~r,-AEijS I ~ ~ ~ c ~ ,  ,.uII byedhb L u r  
i t s e i  i as d i ~  ~ x L ~ ~ ~ L O ~ L Q I  U ~ ~ L . A L ,  , J I I .  

I t  C ~ L ~ ~ P I L ~ Y  dues I I L J L  181ah~- Y L J U ~  L , U ~ . L L ~ C = ~ ~  ~ei is t :  ..o  lose 

operailon t h a t  r,ds L U L ~ ~ L ~ ; ~ L L L ~ \ ;  b~ ~ L ~ U L I ~  ~3 t~ i r  t l ~ e ~ t i v e  ~ L A U  

ef f i o ~ e n t .  ope& a ~ L O I I  u i  L i k e  i l e ~  c ~ ~ s e  L u y ~ s t l c b  n g r j u ~ y  d ~ l d  L J ~ S  t l i e  
capabili t iea t o  C o r i L ~ ~ l u ~  - J - J  s e . L  ve ii  give^^ ild; i ~ ~ i e  U J ~ U I L ~ : ~ .  

I t  d o e s  n o t  make sense t o  c l u s e  a d e p o t  i a c i l 1 t . y  which 1 s  s o  
h i g h l y  t r a i n e d ,  c u s t s  l e s s  t u  operate, nas u p g ~ a d e d  b u l i d i ~ i y  
f a c i l i t i e s ,  i s  assessabie anu s p a c e  d v a ~ l a b i l ~ ~ y ;  n o t  t o  irlttntlun 
t h e  s o c i d i  and econon1ic impac t  w k i c i ~  c i o s i n g  L l ' i s  f a c i l ~ t y  wouici 
have on t h e  corrmiunlty. 



The l o c a t i o r i  of  UDUU 1s d i a c ~ u ~  uut. L o  o v t t ~ l u u ~ .  DLA'S " E ' U L U L ~  

P lan"  t o  l o c d t e  ~ t s  S a c i l l t ~ e s  diuily L r i e  cast dnd WesL c u d s t  d u e s  
n o t  make a  c o s t  e f ~ i c ~ e u t  u p e L d l ~ u i i .  DUO9 is ceniraliy lucattzci 
t o  s e r v e  L V L ~  Edst ~ I A U  6 3 e s ~  w ~ t i l  ~ h t !  C U I I V ~ I ~ L ~ ~ ~ L ' ~  ~ f -  a i i  t y p e s  of 
t r a n s p o ~ t a t i o ~ l  niodas a v a L i a l l e .  uDl jU IS s ~ i d L e g ~ , ; d l i y  p i aced  L u  
p r o t e c t  a g a l r l s r  ~ u d s t d i  U L  d ~ r  ~ C L ~ C K .  T l i ~ s  s i t e  was choseli 
d e c a d e s  ago f o r  d very  i ~ i t y o r  t a i t  i e a s u ~ l  .- - t h a t  s h o ~ i u  nuL bt: 
f o r g o ~ l e r l  u r  l o s t  111 trle " ~ e 3  t a p e  J L  tiit: uase ~ i u s u r e  
r t?coWnellddt i 0 1 1 .  

Have t i iese q b e s t l o n s  beer1 a d l ~ e s s e d . .  . 
1. H a z d r d d u s  M d i e r  l a l s  ~ . U I ~ C ~ L U I ~ .  i) ~ d i i  i lds d r - ~ e ~ . 1 ~ ~ ~ b  

L r respor r s lb i l  i L ~ e 3  tlnd r t s y u i r  ~ ~ I I ~ Z L I , ~  ul. L i l r ; ; .  ~ L U ~ L C * L I I ,  c ) L ~ . c L  .> - d ~ t = ~  

have inany ~ e s  t i l c t i o r l s  oil st iJ~dLjr ,  i ~ A s y ~ ; 3 d i  o f  riii;didAFi , ~ 1 1 % ~  e t - t ~ ~ l ~ d  

t h l s  program Le reiuca~eu? 

2 .  DEPMEUS ~ . ' u ~ I c L A u ~ L :  ~ J J J U U  w d s  L~LU.,CLI i JL ~ i ikMEi rJ ,  S I ~ L  L A  4 L i ,t 

because  O L  t h e  e ~ l v  ,L O l l l , i c ~ r t a ~  b c ) r ~ ~ i  L. i)~i;. . '1 * l i b  N I, ; ~d L,,  = L  
c o s t l y  i u r i c t ~ 0 1 1  t o  , A U \ / ~ .  i b  i..iii3 i i ~ i i . ~  ' V A L  - i A i 9  L(J  p u b  t . L i ~ ~  

O P C L ~ L ~ ~ I L  A I L  d ~ ~ i i , t . r t * e  ~ I . C L ~  ~ I L ~ ,  ~ v ~ - + . - L . - ~ L  A . , . ~ ~ ~  . Y U U ~ C . ~  IIJ~. ;)* 
c o s t  eLLec.L~ve. 

3 .  .Test F a c i l ~ t l  r uilc ~ i u ~ l .  ' L L I ~  w t , r . ~ ~  ol te d i  L ~ U ~ I U  I L ~ S  p ~ u b e i ~  
t h e y  C d r l  make jusL ~ U U U L  dl11 L I L A L ~ ~  W C ~ L A  ~i Y I L ~ I I  ~ h t t  C ~ L C U A G ~ .  <ail 

you s a y  thdL aGuui u ~ h e i  L a c i i s ~ ~ e b ?  

4 .  C a i l f o r r l i a ' s  C u n i l t ~ . o ~ i .  w l t r ~  ~ i ~ e  S ~ ~ L ~ L L I I ~  iii t h e  e a r t i l ' s  
c r u s t  s o  predoi l~ l i~dr l t  i r l  C d l i f ~ l t ~ ~ i a ,  r a  L L  W I S ~  i~ be Ciepe~~cient ULI  

a l o c a t l o n  t h a t  c o u i u  h v t i  (ill ilpt2idtlUll s h u t  d u w ~  111 a 1 1 i d i t e ~  U L  
moments? 

The task of d e i e r m r u ~ n y  w i i ~ c h  f d c l l ~ t r e s  t o  ciose or r e a i l y n  r s  
ditf lcult. Eiowever , Ioi i a w ~ r l y  the y u l d e l i n e s  t l , a t  h d v e  lJeeLl seL 
f o r  d e t e r m i r u n g  i h i v  ac t lor l  I < A I ~ I  cczr l i~dent  y o u  t t ~ ~ r  l dyree, 
keep lny  a e f e n s e  i i r $ i ~ r ~ u ~ ~ c ) i l  D I . J ~ U L  ~ ~ c i r i i  upen I!, * u l t d l  to U L h  drlci  

t h e  customer s u p p o r  L LU A L ~  S ~ L V L C B ~ .  

a !  K\-cLCb:; 
Kathy Rhoades 
C e n t r a l  Aeceivlny 
DDOU/ EGG 
Ogderi, U t  84407 
8 0 1 - 3 9 4 - 7 7 3 4  



21 March 1995 

Chairman, Alan J .  Dixon 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment ~olnmission 
1700 North Moore Street Suite 1 4 2 5  
Arlington, VA 22209 
703- 696-0504 

Dear Chairman Dixon, 

As an employee of Defense Depot Ogden Utah, I am concerned not 
only for myself, but for all ernployees at this facility regarding 
the BRAC decision to close this particular installation. 

The DDOU workforce is dedi'catetl to providing quality work at this 
installation. This service is provided at an affordable price. 
The price DDOU workforce is befing asked to.pay is not cost 
efficient by DOD or DLA standards. Defense Distribution Depot 
Ogden, as a whole, has proven itself time and time again; not 
o n l y  during Vietn;in, Cesert S t o r m ,  Hurricane ~ i n ~ r e w ,  and other 
conflicts and disasters, that we can hold our own. Over the 
years DDOU has been the testing depot for new ccimputer systems 
which have been implemented throughout DLA, such as MOWASP, 
DWASP, and the latest system being tested/implimented DSS. We 
were the test facility for the Model, Installation Program (MIP) 
and have ranked number one for several years. We were also 
instrumental in the Workforce Certification Program and the 
hand-held computer scanners. Th,e DEPMEDS function speaks for 
itself as an exceptional operation. 

It certainly does not make good business sense t.o close an 
operation that has contributed so much to the effective and 
efficient operation of the Defense Logistics Agency and has the 
capabilities to continue to serve if given half the chance. 

It does not make sense to close a depot facility which is so 
highly trained, costs less to operate, has upgraded building 
facilities, is assessable and space availability; not to mention 
the social and economic impact which closing this facility would 
have on the community. 



The location of DDOU is a factor not to overlook. DLA's "Future 
plan" to locate its facilities along the East and West coast does 
not make a cost efficient operation. DDOU is centrally located 
to serve both East and West with the convenience of all types of 
transportation modes available. DDOU is strategically placed to 
protect against coastal or air attack.  his site was chosen 
decades ago for a very important reason that should not be 
forgotten or lost in the "red tape" of the base closure 
recommendation. 

Have these questions been addressed . . .  

1. Hazardous Materials Function: Utah has accepted the 
responsibilities and requirements of this program, other states 
have many restrictions on stor'age/disposal of HAZMAT, where could 
this program be relocated? 

2. DEPMEDS Function: DDOU was chosen for DEPMEDS, partially 
because of the environmental conditions. This would be another 
costly function to move. Is the Army willing to put this 
operation in a climate where the deterioration rate would not be 
cost effective? 

3. Test Facility Function: The workforce at DDOU has proven 
they can make just about anything work if given the chance. Can 
you say that about other facilities? 

4 .  California's Condition: With tHe shifting of the earth's 
crust so predominant in California, is it wise to be dependent on 
a location that could have an operation shut down in a matter of 
moments? 

The task of determining which facilities to close or realign is 
difficult. However, following the guidelines that have been set 
for determining this action I arrl confident you will agree, 
keeping Defense Distribution Depot Ogden open is vital to DLA and 
the customer support to its services. 

3 -M R 4 - ~ 4  s . GI >T 13 ~ 9 ~ 5 ~ 9  
s 4ccy A .  i 2 r ~ v - 5 d f l -  

~ y s e / f  G ~ V I ~ & /  
Defense Depot Ogden 
Ogden, Ut 84407 A/4  F , s t / f C ~  d & 5 € ,  

b e  ~4 e  re^@ L ~ ~ S P  'f 4 / c, , , ,~~ 
L W L C  S&IL rc4A 5 L q o r f -  
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whjch have heelL i i i i > !  eliie:~Lt;d t i 1  i , . ,LL (J~~cJ I .~L  >LA , s .i/; d:-7 PiGi~A.2~F 1 

, . . n - .  7 "  DWASP,  arid t he  l a i e s t  s j a  ~ t l i ~ i  k c ; i l l g  ,CY Lljdjiiiipi i ~ i t i i i ~ - . ; : s  ~ 3 3 .  k-<e 
were t h e  t e s t  facii,ty i .o i  L i l t  Iviude; i i - b t : ~ l  1 5 ; -  , > L A  i: ~ u g i . c i . i i  (211: 
and have  r anked  ~iurnbei v i i t  La1 s e u e r  c i l  j e c r i , .  :-,e ,%,:. : e  X A ~ S U  

, .  j.~~ist-Lu~~~ekltai i l l  L l . 1 ~  KL,.A~.OL.L.*.? i z e ~  L ; ; ~ ~ ~ L L L . : ~ I  i ~ A : . d i t  ~ A J L  L i i c  
. , S T  I 

L 1- hand-he ld  conrpute;. s c : a l : i i s i ~ , .  L ~ L ~ . :  2 ~ " r ~ v ~ r , g a  L ~ l a L ~ . , k  ~ ~ 1 ~ 1  ~.*pe,>ti;s +- 

itsei f as d l ~  V X C S ~ ~ C L " ~ ~ ~ :  opt:,~ t t - ~ i - l .  

1 t. d ~ e ~  21.~ i i~riiLe : .,,,.,e 4. L; . I ,  .. , . . .  ; . L ' x . ~  A i L l .', :. L $;+* .: 2 L .* 
, , . ,  , , ~. . [ ;  .- - 

', ' 7  k l l ~ ~ : l l y  t r  .. 3 . ;  , red,  . .. t:, . A .:> ~ ~ . \ ; 1 . .  . t '  .. - i  i i+  
. , . , f a c i l i t - L . . , ,  a . : , , ~ t - - - ~ , , ,  , , . ,  : .:> . I  . . . . . . . . . , ,  

. . .  , S i i  di,!. t - ~ ~ , i : i i  A , , i - ~ < : , ~ . '  . ,  .- 1 - G .  . .  - I , l , ' p l  8 

I I ~ v ~  O ~ I  L i ~ e  ::; - \ i i ~ : , :  ;.iii . 
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L E ~ E R S  TO THE EDITOR 

- -om vision out of focus with' spirit of BRAC 
DDOU is rcconimcnded for clo- regarding the logistics necds of 

sure by its parent agency, The Dc- Amcrica. t 

. fcnsc Logistics Agency. The nation This vision bf )the future disre- 
-;will losc its m+ost cost effective gards the success or lack-of success, 
1 DLA depot (Peat h1ar)vick indepen- . its depots demonstrated,in provid: 
. dcnt report for,DL,4,'1993); and ac- ing quality, timely logistics support 

cording to DLA:it"s the third rated to the men and women in the Ar- 
dcpot w~th regard to active military my. Navy, Air Force and Marines. 

. valuc. DLA has not yet cbnsidered Og- : For ycars in succession, DDOU den's 1991 rekord of excellence in a 
was thc crowning jcwel in the DLA complicated, real. Middle East war 

: system, having pcrc'nnially received as relevant. DLA who rates Ogden 
thc DLA Model Installat~on Award, as number 3 in active military val- 
Surnnl~r~al  Recognition for Excel- ue has opted to close Ogden. while 

'Icncc from President Ronald keeping open the Richmond Depot 
Reagan, and recognition and heart- it rates as 4, and the Columbus De- 

' fclt thanks from thc victorious pot it rates as 6. Fortunately. D M  j 
troops of thc Pcrsian Gulf War. and BRAC have time-to correct 

Returning Persian Gulf officers this'enormous error. 
paid visits to DDOU and its per-$ In the scenario of DLA's vision 
sonnel to thank thern for the quali- of the future, Tracy-Sharp Depot in 
; ty and rapidity of their ser,vice in California will .need to construct 
: . ~ n d i n g  scores of deployable hospi-. many new'Warehouses'to fulfill its 
;Gals and numcrous other items im- role as the sole4DLA, Depot in the -. pcrativc for victory i n  the war western Unit@ Stat&."' - 

against Iraq. -* 1 ' Meanwhile. 'the taxpayer has 
Thesc vcterans told Ogden de@t splendid warehouse facilities at 

: workers to never forget that Ogden DDOU that will not fulfill theirein- 
2 was always synonymous with quali- tended purpose. 
: ty. and quality meant everything to As the facts M m e  inanifdt, the '' 

thcm in thc war. c DLA vision is clearly out of focus, 
.. . I n  short. DLA's oversighted rec- and way out of tune with the spirit 
: ommendation to close DDOU was of BRAC. This is not what Amerjca 
- not based on how well its depots wants. , 

f r i . J . *  p,  
2 .. - , * . # " w h t * :  

:' get'thc jobdone or the associated + - . , 
dollar cost required. DLA used ,G. Thornas Sa@er 
what it calls its vision for the future - , I < - , .  . I  

. * , , . , I.- &:. , , "Nbrth Ogdcn 
\' r , , * 

: 1 , ;  >. " f .  
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Chai L I ~ I ~ I ~ ,  A i  a11 6. Ljlxok~ 
D e f e n s e  B a s e  C l  o s  ur  e a ~ ~ d  I i e a i  .L gl i l~ te r~  L ;ununiasi  ULI 

7 - 
1 7 0 0  N ~ r t i i  M u u i e  ;,-~eec , ~ u L . L =  & 4 - ~  

A r  l i ~ i y t o n ,  '<A 22;63 
7 0 5 -  6 5 6 - v 3 3 3  

Dear C11d.i iirraii LL.,UIL, 

As an e n ~ p l o y s e  u f  Ljtt~eilse u e p o t  uyde i l  U L e l i ,  i d ~ r ~  \ . U L A L ~ L L I ~ ~  U O L  

o ~ l i y  f o r  n t y s e i ~ ,  ULIL  DL ail e i n p ~ u y e t j b  at ~ ~ 1 1 ~  i b t ; i ~ & t , ~  ~ t f y d ~ ' ~ i . i l l g  
t h e  EKAi decision L O  ~ i o s e  t i l l s  ~ ~ L L . I L ( L L ~ ~ L  L I L J L ~ ~ . ~ L L J I I .  

T h e  DDOU w o r k f u r c e  i s  t i e d l ~ d ~ e d  L O  ~ L U V I ~ ~ I I Y  quai , . ~ i  W O L K  d~ tkris 
i n s t a l l a t i u n .  T i l i s  S ~ L V I C ~  i b  p ~ ~ v l d e u  d~ ali d L i c ) ~ d d u ; ~  ~ L I L C .  

The plice DCuU w o t k i u ~ c e  is ueii113 a s i ~ e u  LL pay i s  t i u ~  " V ~ L  

e i f i c i e r i t  by  DO2 i)r D L ~ A  b ~ d ~ i d d i i j , ~ .  ~ j e , e u b ~  L ~ . I . ~  L~ .I ~ILLLIJ.~ UT-J~ IUL 
OgCie11, a s  d w r ~ u l r ,  Ilds ~ L ~ V ~ I I  L ~ . ~ C Z L -  L i ~ , t e  d.'il t i l i l t  t d y c t ~ ~ ~ ,  I L U L  

o n l y  duriny V l e t ~ i d i i l ,  3 e b e ~  L S L O L I I ~ ,  n i ~ ~  L L C ~ ~ I ~  A t i l ~ ~ ~ i  t. r, ,. d ~ i d  O L I L ~ L  . . 
c o n f l i c t s  a n d  d i s d s t e i ~ ,  e h a i  we cdii i i u i u  u u r  UWII. L t ~ l e  
y e a r s  DDOU h a s  been t h e  i e s t i r l y  urspui. LO,.  ilek c u i t \ L . r ~ ~ ~ e ~  s y a ~ e n 1 6  
w h i c h  have beer1 ~ t n p i  e l i i e i l ~ e u  i ; i ~  O I L ~ ~ ~ V L , L  ULIA, ~ U C ~ L  ';.b ldiui~iiSP, 
UWASP, and tire i d t e s t  sysitsi ir  u e i ~ i y  t e s t e d j i m y i i l t t e ~ ~ t e u  9 S S .  We 
w e r e  t h e  t e s t  f a c i l i ~ y  ~ U L  I . I ( J L A ~ ~  i i ~ a ~ a i ~ d ~ i u ~ ;  E - u g ~ d ~ i i  i14 iP)  
a n d  have r a n k e d  L I U I I I ~ I ~ L  o n e  f o L  : , e v e ~ d ~  y e a r s .  i.ic+ wkLt. d l s o  
i n s t r u m e n t a l  111 tile d v r k ~ d ~  ~ t !  b t ; i .  ~ L L L  cdLiu11 t ' i u j i d ~ ~ i  d ~ ~ d  iiit;. 

h a n d - h e 1  d  co t r t pu t e r  scdnners  . 2 L I L , ? P A ~ J ~  i U I ~ C L ~ ~ . , I ~  : ~ ~ e . ~ k s  ~ U L  

i t s e i i  as ~ I I  ( Z ~ c e ~ ~ i ~ l l d ;  u p e ~ * ~ l t . i , , .  

I t  d o e s  ~ I U L  itidhe sellbe L u  c iuse  cL U ~ ~ U L  ~ d :  i i i ~ . ~  ~ I I L C I L  is :,u 
i i i y h i y  t r  d i l l ed ,  C O S L ~  ; eas L O  u p t : i d t e ,  h c t a  ;,~lygL dt ie i~  UIAL ILLII.=( 

facilities, L S  assesbatit! a r u  bpctce d v d ~ i d u ~ i ~  1-1; i i ~ L  L U  i i t t ? L i t i ~ i ~  

t h e  s o c i a i  anu eccrnoliuc l t n y d c t  W ~ L L L I I  C ~ U Y I I I ~  t i l l 5  i d c ~ l i t y  W O U ~ C ~  
h a v e  on t h e  cut~mmuri~ty . 



T h e  i u c a - t ~ o n  cjf UijvU 13 a ~ d c 1 - c ~ ~  l l i J i  L U  .I , d L  ;.JJ;L. L ~ L ~ A ' ~  P ~ L ~ L ~ ~ L C  

Plan' '  io l o ~ a t e  i i s  i a c l ; ~ ~ ~ e b  ~ L U A L Y  Lrlr t d - , ~  d l r u  d e b L  L U ~ S L  d u e =  
n o t  make d c o s t  e f i l c ~ e n i .  i ) p e l d ~ i u ~ i .  3 i j~ )~ .  .,.= ~ e I ' t . ~ a ~ i y  1ucdtet-l 
t o  s e r v e  Loth  Edbi  dl~ci  F i e s ~  w i t i ~  ~ l l e  c o ~ l \ / e u ~ e i l c e  ::>E ail types U E  
t r a n s p o r t a t i o n  modes dVaLlakIle. U ~ O U  i s  a L ~ d c e y i i . a l ~ y  ~ ~ d ~ e d  t o  
p r o t e c t  a g a i n s t  c o d s t d i  U L  ~ L L  a t t a c k .  ' ~ ' I I I ~  a ~ t e  was c i~ose r i  
decades ago f o r  a v e l y  il,iycr~ la l l i  redsui i  ti'ldcti s r , u u ~  ti I I U L  L e  
f o r g o t t e n  o r  lost i r i  tilt: ' ' ~ e ~ ,  ~ d , ? e '  o i  t ~ i e  i ~ d s e  C I U ~ L L L ~  

recommendation. 

Have t h e s e  q u e s t i u l ~ s  beell dcidrtts:>ed. . . 
1. Hazardous MaLeria~s F U I L L L L U I ~ .  U t.dh iia:, dcd~c=pl eJ L A L ~  

r e s p o u s i b i l ~  ~ i e s  allu t e q k l ~  t l~ : le~l~:3  U L  ~ i l l b  P L  U C ~ L Q ~ L L .  U L A L ~ A  3 ~ d t . e ~  
have  nlall) r e s t r  L C ~ L O L I ~  url L L U L ~ ~ J ~ ~  UUI~O.., iJ L . q L  . ~ ~ i i t t L  e CULIL(.: 

t h 1 5  p L O g T d i 1 1  De L e l u c d l c u :  

2 .  DEPMEirS r'ilricliurl: SLUU % / ~ L ( J > ( . : ~ J  L U L  L d c  NLL. , d d L  . . % A  . L y 
because  tile e i i \ / L r  uilrri~i.~cni ..-L. ,~L~LL c - r ~ r . A J .  q - i t i a  N , J L , A U  oe ~ L : ~ , L L I ~ L  
c o s t l y  ~ U I I C L L O ~  L U  I I I U V ~ .  L b  i i ~ e  ' i ~ t i k d  N - ~ L L ~ ~ ~ J  L U  k u > .  ! . i ~ * b  
o p e ~ a t 1 0 1 1  a c J  L i l I C  ,-e i*li:eL ti .litl ue i u L  d L i u i r  L a  C~ ,<~,II~U L L I J L  L ~ C =  

c o s t  e f ~ e ~ ~ ~ ~ c .  

3 .  T e s t  r ' d c ; l i l t y  r i l l ~ ~ . . i v i ~ :  L I I Y  w u i X 1 ~ i . c k  a~ 33iji, iLaa p ~ o i t e ~ l  
tiicy C a l i  r n h A e  J U ~  L d i ~ v ~ . ~  ally L L I ~  115) WIJL I .  I .- Y L  u ..,I L1.d r r l d i 1 ~ ~  * J a i ~  
you s a y  &.kit a d u u ~  O L ~ I G L  & d c ~ i ~ ~ ,  ~ a ?  

4 .  C a i i f o ~ r l ~ c t ' s  C U L L ~ L L ~ U L I .  W I L L  tilt ~ ~ L L ~ L L L . \ ; ~  uL tlie e a ~ ~ i i ' b  
c r u s t  s o  preucrmrllant i n  i a i i i o ~ r ~ ~ . c t ,  is L L  ~ ~ s c  t o  be ~ ( e p e ~ ~ d e l i ~  011 

a  i o c a t ~ o r i  t h a t  c o u l d  i ~ d v t !  Upt?~dLlU11 birIA~ iluwil rll d i n d t ~ e r  ult 
rnomen t s ?  

The t a s k  of  d e t e ~ m r r i l ~ i g  wll~ci l  f a c i l i e ~ e s  Lo c l o s e  ur ~ e a l i y u  i s  
d i f  f l c u l  t . However, ~ o i  ~ u k ~ n g  t i le  y uldt5~ i r l e s  C L I ~  L h i v e  otte~l s e i  
f o r  d e t e r m i u i n y   his a c t r u n  i din c ~ ~ I C L ~ ~ ~ A L  y u u  w i i i  agree, 
keep ing  Uefease  D i s t ~ r b u C ~ o r ~  Leput uydeli dperl L S  vlCal L U  DLA a ~ l d  
t h e  customer s u p p o r t  L O  i ~ s  services. 

S t e v e  R l c k s  
Centr a 1  R e c e ~ v ~ r l g  
UDOUi ED0 
Oyciell, u t  8440'7 
80;-333-794s n 



Ttre Hclrrsrable A l a r r  J. Di:l;on 
C h a  i rinan 
D e f e n s e  B a s e  C l o s u r e  a n d  Real i gnment C~:~mmi!ssi~:~rr 
17(:)(:) N~::lrth Moore S t r e e t ,  St-rite 1 4 2 5  
Arl incl t t :~n,  V a .  222(1)E5 

I a m  a n  ernplciyee 1:1f t h e  D e f e n s e  D i s t r i h u t i c : i n  Depo t  (:DDOUS Oqderr U t a h ,  w h i c h  
ha?:? b e e n  rt:i:ommended ftzir BRA12 I: l o s u r e  by t h e  D e f e n s e  l-i:~:lqist i 1:s Aqc?nl:y (DLAI . 
S ~ : ) e c i  f  ii:al l y  I work:: f o r  t h e  D e p l o y a b l e  M e d i c a l  Eiystems (DEF'MEDS:) d iv i s i t z tn  o f  
DDOU.  T h i s  l e t t e r  is w r i t t e n  On b e h a l f  of m y s e l f  a n d  a l l  of my fellow 
employee.;. W e  a1 1  f e e l  t h e  st i rryy #:if t h i s  1-ec1:lnrmendat i o n ,  a n d  a r e  c o n c e r n e d  
becausv? w e  ,feel t h a t  w e  pr1::lvide o u r  Armed F-ciri:os a r r  h o n e s t  a n d  n e c e s s a r y  
s e r v i c e  w h i c h  ir; exc.eptil:inal l y  c o s t  e f  f e c t ~ . v e  a n d  o f  e x c e l  l e n t  q u a 1  i t y .  

The h~ :~ : l ! sp i t a l s ,  I:ir ~:~:~,npi:inent!s of h o s p i t a l s  c/~I-til:h w e  a!:?semble h e r e  a re  r . r t i l i z e d  
n o t  o n l y  by o u r  own U S  Armed F o r c e s ,  b u t  i n  the e v e n t  o f  b o t h  man made a n d  
n a t u r a l  d i r ~ a s t e r s  wl:irld w i d e .  T h e s e  h l :~spi l ;a ls  c a n  b e  dep11::iyed t o  m e e t  t h e  
n e e d s  1:1f o u r  c : ~ r s t ~ m e r s  i n  a matter ~riif hc~ur.;, a n d  h a v e  b e e n  o n  a n e a r  r e g u l a r  
h a s i s .  

My q u e s t i u n  d e a l s  w i t h  t h e  c o s t  o f  d i s b a n d i n g  a n d  m ~ v i r r g  a n  e x c e p t i ~ : ~ n a l l y  
e f f i c i e n t  crrrit t o  a n o t l 7 e r  liz~:lcatil:in, c ; e t t i r ^ l c l  u p  c ~ p e r a t i l > ~ - t s ,  s2;i::ick p i l i n g  
r e q u i r e d  mater ia ls ,  t r a i n i n g  new e m p l o y e e s  arrd d e v e l o p i n g  t h e  p h y s i c a l  
f a c i  1  i t  ies req t - t i r ed  to  supp1:irt s u c h  a n  o p e r a t  i o n .  H a s  a n y  1 :1>17sidera t ion  b e e n  
g i v e n  o f  t h e  c o s t s  i n c u r r e d  t o  acc~:implish t : h i s  monumenta l  task::? H a s  anycine 
(:DL.A I t a k e r )  i n t o  at:csurlt t h e  e:~;~:ept i i z ~ r r a l  p r o f  i c ierr1:y of t h e  ~ : u r r e n t  
j . n f r a s t r u ~ : t ~ r r e  e s t a b l i s h e d  by t h e  US Army M e d i c a l  Material Agency (:USAMMA:), or 
tcs t h e  o c t t s t a 1 7 d i n y  p r o d u c t s  r ~ o w  f u r r 7 i s h e d  by thi!:? e x i s t i n g  u n i t ' ?  Even a 11:ll:al 
ml::lve 1:1f 2 0  m i l e s  t o  f a l z i l i t i e s  a t  H i l l  A i r  F o r c e  B a s e  i n  L a y t o n  U t a h  would  
irri:t-rr a~troni:imit:al c o s t s ,  w i t h  a d d e d  disrul:ltit::~n i n  s e r v i c e  tl3 Our ~ . : t . \ ~ j t ~ m e r s  
w o r l d  w i d e .  

I i m p l o r e  you  a n d  yc:iur c o m m i s s i o n  tci c o n s i d l e r  a l l  o f  t h e s e  f . a c t o r s ;  c o s t  
s f  feet i v e n e s s ,  cusj tomer s u p p c ~ r t ,  p r o f  ii:ic?nl:y a l r e a d y  es tab l  i . shed  befizlre yi:i:lr.r 
r o m p l e t e l y  c1o.1;~; ~ t s  down. F'leasje cor r s i  d e r  a t r a n s f e r  o f  corninand 
r e s p l z ~ n s i b i l i t y ,  ci:ist a n d  a c c ~ z i t . t n t a b i l i t y  ti:] IJSAMMA. 

1 s i n c e r e l y  a p p r e c i a t e  yc l~rr  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  a n d  t i m e .  NI : I~  givl?!r.~ arl e a s y  ta~il.::, I 
d i s h  yl:lr..t t h e  b e s t .  YI:IU h a v e  t h e  a . t t e n t i ~ : : ~ n  ar7d .sr..t.tppc~rt o f  a l l  #sf u s  h e r e .  

SY. n c e r e l  

Ldck ie  Actbrecht  
jS--2(1)(:)5.-(:)4-(:)5 
4.1:;: N 4(5(:) W 
i f r igham C i t y ,  Lltah 84302 



M r .  Dixon 

I m  wr i t ing  you again t o  express  my outrage a t  the poss ib le  c losure  of 

D.D.O.U.!  

Everyone knows the  reason f o r  the Base c los ings  is  t o  save money. 

A couple of years  ago a  Col. Labounty took over a s  Commander of Reg. West, 

who we work under.Since then he has ordered a l o t  of changes of us a t  

D.D .O .U .  I work i n  the  Depmeds Div here and we use and m u s t  have thousands 

of p a r t s .  He ordered a  change so we had t o  order  everything t o  go through 

Tracy C a l i f .  

I cant  count how many Thousands of man hours t h i s  system has wasted and i s  

s t i l l  wasting! We sometimes have t o  wai t  f o r  Months t o  ge t  the p a r t s  we 

need.We a r e  t r y i n g  t o  g e t  these  Hospi tal  u n i t s  repa i red  and back i n  

se rv ice  a s  soon a s  poss ib le ,  but i t  i s  hard t o  do when your work force  has 

been cu t  i n  ha l f  and your p a r t s  system i s  a  mess! 

I t  i s  a  known f a c t  he ha tes  us f o r  somte reason and wants our Jobs and work 

i n  C a l i f .  

He i s  supposed t o  be our Comm. and l e a d e r ,  so why i s  he t r y i n g  t o  c lose  

the most Cost Ef fec t ive  base under h i s  Command? 

This year he would not l e t  us hold our Sub f o r  Santa d r i v e ,  we have always 

c o l l e c t e d  Thousands of Dollars  a t  Christmas time f o r  Needy familys of our 

Community. Is t h i s  the type of Person we want and pay t o  be our leader?  

We understand he has been charged with and w i l l  be suspened because of a  

Sexual Harr. charge. 

I think he should be replaced and send us back our workload he has taken 
from u s .  

S incere ly  Max D. Newey 

881 Clover C i rc le  

Ogden, Utah 

8 4 4 0 4  



M r .  Dixon 

MY name i s  Max D.  Newey and I work a t  D.D.O.U., i m  sure  you know we a r e  on 

the l i s t  of c losure  t h i s  time. 

We cant  be l ive  t h a t  the  people who a r e  suposed t o  be saveing the Gov. and  

people money a r e  t ry ing  t o  do i t  backwards again! 

I have worked a t  D.D.O.U.  s i n c e  1984 and except f o r  two years  have been i n  

the Depmeds Div. 

I t  i s  a known f a c t  t h a t  our wages and overhead have always been l e s s  than 

ha l f  of any o the r  Base i n  the  System! 

The people of D . D . O . U .  have been involved i n  the M . I . P .  program from the 

s t a r t  and have s ince  saved the Gov. and t ax  paying people Mil l ions of 

Dollars .  

D .D .O .U .  except f o r  one year has been number one i n  t h i s  program s ince  the 

-. s t a r t .  

MY self  and the people of Utah a r e  very concerned about t h i s  l i s t  and 

wrong dec is lon  t h a t  the Sec. has made. 

Compared t o  the  r e s t  of the S t a t e s  w i t h  Gov. bases we a r e  very small  and 

these 1,100 jobs i f  l o s t  w i l l  a f e c t  29,000 r e a l t e d  jobs and Businessess i n  

our Comm. 

I n  1988  D.D.O.U.  recieved the Pres. Award f o r  a l l  Bases World wide! we a r e  

s t i l l  number one and we would l i k e  t.o keep one a s  Number One! 

The f a c t s  and f i g u r e s  a r e  very c l e a r ,  p lease  dont do th ings  backwards 

again a s  people with power have done i n  the pas t !  

S incere ly  Max D.  R e F ? l - -  -- " -- 

881 Clover C i rc le  

Ogden Utah, 

84404 
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235 Diablo Avenue Mountain View, CA 94043 (U.S.A.) 
TELEPHONE: (415) 969-4469 FAX: (41 5) 856-9426 
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15 April 1995 

The Hon. Alan J. Dixon, 
Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore St, Ste. 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

SUBJECT: A plea to close of Onizuka A.F.B. as scheduled. 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

As reported in the April 7 "Peninsula" Supplement of the Sun Jose M e r i  News, the city 
councils of both Mtn. View and Sunnyvale have decided to use $75,00O/each of taxpayer 
funds to lobby against the closure of Onizuka A.F.B. The Mercury News also reports the 
$150,000 will also secure the services of "a retired brigadier general who has been very 
successful in preventing or scaling down base closures." 

In the interest of p r e s e ~ n g  an effective national defense, we cannot afford to maintain a 
redundant and insecure base in these years of a diminished D.O.D. budget. Some local 
government units will feel the effects of the closure. Ditto for some civilian contractors 
(Lockheed T.0 .C., Loral and others) providing ibase support functions. My company's 
business will take a hit and I am also its principal shareholder. However, like many other 
suppliers of high-tech goods and s e ~ c e s ,  we've made contingency plans to take up the loss 
of income from these sources and replace it with business in new markets (just as we have 
done in So. California). 

By comparison to other California cities of the same size, Mtn. View is fundamentally a 
rich city, complete with a diverse and growing high-tech business base, virtually 
independent of what happens at Onizuka AFB, the remaining DOD functions at Moffett 
Field, NASA Ames Research Center and the various support contractors. Local school 
districts may argue they will be severely impacted. However, their district boundaries have 
been gerrymandered and jury-rigged to maximize impact fund income from Onizuka and 
Moffett field. Their problems can be solved by a simple vote to merge, combine facilities and 
combine administrative staffs. 

I make this recommendation as a 25-year resident and property owner in Mtn. View with 
good working knowledge of every city budget of -the past 15 years. I have also served as an 
elected trustee (alble to understand a budget) ill one of Mtn. View's three school districts. 
I would not make this recommendation if I did not believe we could recover from the base 
closing and re-alignments at NASA and Moffett Field. I would ask only that every attempt 
be made to coordinate the various steps of deactivation at Onizuka with scale-back 
programs at the neighboring NASA Ames Research Center. 



KR: kr 

Encl. 

My motive for taking time to write this letter is very simple. I want my grandchildren to 
reach their maturity in a secure America ahere the primary governmental obligation 
is not paying the interest on the national debt. 

I have a journalist friend who has attended many of these facility closing hearings. I him to 
give me some of the usual arguments presented against closings. Enclosed you will find a 
refutation listing the perspective of many Mtn. View citizens, including myself. 

Facility closings are not easy calls to make and I respect you for taking on a necessary task 
of national and societal s u ~ v a l  which many of us would never accept. Good luck and may 
wisdom and a firm view of our children's future guide your deliberations. 

Sincerely, 



* 
ARGUMENT: SHALL ONIZUKA AFB BE REDUCED AND CLOSED ON THE 

SCHEDULE PRESENTED TO THE BASE CLOSURE COMMISSION 

This plan to close Onizuka A.F.B. comes on us completely 
without warning. Ever since the publication of Wm . Burrow's 
Deep Black ... 8 years ago, there's been a growing local know- 
ledge of both why and ultimately when Onizuka would be made 
redundant by the new facility in the Colorado Springs area.. 
This announcement comes as no surpise to the officers and 
contractors I talk with in the course of business. Due to the Bay 
Area's higher cost of living and generally better schools in Colo- 
rado, most service personnel I've met would welcome the re- 
location and have been discussing it for at least a year. 

During the last campaign for seats on the Mtn. View City 
Council, 4 different candidates professed surprize when asked 
what their plans would be for a closure of Onizuka and a radical 
scale-back of NASNAmes. The topic has been brought up at 
other forums and it would appear the offical attitude of city gvt. 
has been "if you don't talk about it, it won't happen." 

Our schools will suffer a severe revenue loss. True. At the 
very lowest point (a much reduced NASNAmes and no 
Onizuka), the loss to Mtn. View's two elementary school 
districts will be approximately $470,000 year. The key is the 
word "two". 

Why does a self contained city of 64,000 people need two ethni- 
callv balanced elementary school districts? Why does the 
boundary between the two proceed through most of Mm. View 
on a straight line and then make a 90' turn and proceed to the 
main gate of Moffett Field? This feat of gerrymandering was 
done in 1954 to increase the impact percentage of military 
personnel and, therefore, increase the fed. matching funds. (The 
smaller the district, the greater the impact and this means more 
fed. impact funds.) While recommended by major newspapers, 
educational studies, etc., the decision to put merger to a vote 
was always delayed by "look at the amount of money we will 
lose." 

And, compounding the milking process, Mtn. View shares a 
seoarate hiph school district with two much smaller cities. It's 
merger time. 

Closing Onizuka will add to California's already high 
employment rate. We've been hit too hard already. Sounds 
good, but it's just not true. Like the U.S. economy, California's 
economy is also a composite of many regional economies. Mtn. 
View and Sunnyvale are not Long Beach, West Oakland or 
Vallejo. Rather, both of them are integral parts of Silicon Valley 
complete, with the highest employment rate in California. 

This is, after all, the fiber optics data transmission/processing 
capital of North America.. M;my of the people at the Lord and 
Lockheed facilities are also equally employable in the same 
fields. 

Mtn. View recently signed a $l+million/year ground lease with 
Silicon Graphics. In addition to income, the number of new 
employees SGI estimates it will add in 2 years is almost double 
the number of civilian jobs at Onizuka. 

You will shut down another source of minority employ- 
ment. Nonsense. No industrial area in California has a better 
track record for minority employment. 

Mtn. View's revenue base will be severely damaged. In 
practical terms, NASAIArnes and Onizuka could be completely 
shut down tomorrow, and the damage to revenue reserve would 
be less than citv government has been able to accomolish bv its 
9wn initiative. At least two members of the current 7-member 
council have been serving when.. 

Change orders were approved which resulted in a 
$28,000,000 over-run on the new City Hall and 
Performing Arts Center, 

The Performing Arts Center was recently declared a 
permanent money-loser because of inadequate seating 
capacity, 

It was decided to sue a bankrupt operator of the new 
Munipal Golf Course at Shoreline Park and the result 
was a $3,000,000 jutlegement against the City of Mm. 
View, 

Mtn. View decided to become the only city in the Bay 
Area currently suing its former attorneys as a result of 
the Golf Course case, 

It was decided to gain an extra 0.5% on its investment 
fund by buying into the Orange County Fund (with a 
current estimated loss of $9,100,000). 

California has taken too many hits on base cutbacks. And, 
shall we forget what we've gained from those bases while they 
were operating? We would sincerelv h o ~  vour decisions-- t~ . . 
close. keep otxn. scale back or whatever--are based tmmarllv on 
the proper balance between cost reduction and national securitv. 

Air Force service personnel will be transferred, but what 
about the civilian employees left behind. Onizuka is just not a 
typical military base and it does not have a huge component of 
semi-skilled civilian employees scraping paint or cutting grass. 
Virtually every civilian employee has a locally useable skill in 
copper and fiber data transmission, general computer work and 
data processing. 
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TELEPHONE: (41 5) 969-4469 

Kenneth Record 

Mountain View, CA 94043 (U.S.A.) 
FAX: (41 5) 856-9426 
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15 April 1995 

The Hon. S. Lee Kling, 
Commissioner 
Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore St, Ste. 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

SUBJECT: A plea to close of Onizuka A.F.B. as scheduled. 

Dear Mr. Commissioner: 

As reported in the April 7 "Peninsula" Supplement of the San Jose Mercury News, the city 
councils of both Mtn. View and Sunnyvale have decided to use $75,00O/each of taxpayer 
funds to lobby against the closure of Onizuk~i A.F.B. The Memury News also reports the 
$150,000 will also secure the services of "a retired brigadier general who has been very 
successful in preventing or scaling down base closures." 

In the interest of preserving an effective natiolnal defense, we cannot afford to maintain a 
redundant and insecure base in these years of a diminished D.O.D. budget. Some local 
government units will feel the effects of the closure. Ditto for some civilian contractors 
(Lockheed T.0 .C., Loral and others) providing base support functions. My company's 
business will take a hit and I am also its principal shareholder. However, like many other 
suppliers of high-tech goods and services, we've made contingency plans to take up the loss 
of income from these sources and replace it with business in new nlarkets (just as we have 
done in So. California). 

By comparison to other California cities of the: same size, Mtn. View is fundamentally a 
rich city, complete with a diverse and growing high-tech business base which is virtually 
independent of what happens at Onizuka AFEI, the remaining DOD functions at Moffett 
Field, NASA Ames Research Center and the various support contractors. Local school 
districts may argue they will be severely impacted. However, their district boundaries have 
been gerrymandered and jury-rigged to maximike impact fund income from Onizuka and 
Moffett field. Their problems can be solved by a simple vote to merge, combine facilities and 
combine administrative stfls. 

I make this recommendation as a 25-year resiclent and property owner in Mtn. View with 
good working knowledge of every city budget of the past 15 years. I have also served as an 
elected trustee (alble to understand a budget) in one of Mtn. View's three school districts. 
I would not make this recommendation if I did not believe we could recover from the base 
closing and re-alignments at NASA and Moffett: Field. I would ask only that every attempt 
be made to coordinate the various steps of deactivation at Onizuka with scale-back 
programs at the neighboring NASA Ames Research Center. 
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My motive for taking time to write this letter is very simple. I want my grandchildren to 
reach their maturity in a secure America where the primary governmental obligation 
is a paying the interest on the national debt. 

I have a journalist friend who has attended many of these facility closing hearings. I him to 
give me some of the usual arguments presented against closings. Enclosed you will find a 
refutation listing the perspective of many Mtn . View citizens, including myself. 

Facility closings are not easy calls to make and I respect you for taking on a necessary task 
of national and societal survival which many of us would never accept. Good luck and may 
wisdom and a firm view of our children's future guide your deliberations. 

Sincerely, 

KR: kr 

Encl. 



I' 
ARGUMENT: SHALL ONIZUKA RFB BE REDUCED AND CLOSED ON THE 

SCHEDULE PRESENTED TO THE BflSE CLOSURE C O M M I S S I O N  

This plan to close Onizuka A.F.B. comes on us completely 
without warning. Ever since the publication of Wm . Burrow's 
Deep Black. .. 8 years ago, there's been a growing local know- 
ledge of both why and ultimately when Onizuka would be made 
redundant by the new facility in the Colorado Springs area.. 
This announcement comes as no surpise to the officers and 
contractors I talk with in the course of business. Due to the Bay 
Area's higher cost of living and generally better schools in Colo- 
rado, most service personnel I've met would welcome the re- 
location and have been discussing it for at least a year. 

During the last campaign for seats on the Mm. View City 
Council, 4 different candidates professed surprize when asked 
what their plans would be for a closure of Onizuka and a radical 
scale-back of NASAJAmes. The topic has been brought up at 
other forums and it would appear the offical attitude of city gvt. 
has been "if you don't talk about it, it won't happen." 

Our schools will suffer a severe revenue loss. True. At the 
very lowest point (a much reduced NASAJAmes and no 
Onizuka), the loss to Mtn. View's two elementary school 
districts will be approximately $470,000 year. The key is the 
word "two". 

Why does a self contained city of 64,000 people need two ethni- 
@ l ~  balanced elementary school districts? Why does the 
boundary between the two proceed through most of Mm. View 
on a straight line and then make a 90" turn and proceed to the 
main gate of Moffett Field? This feat of gerrymandering was 
done in 1954 to increase the impact percentage of military 
personnel and, therefore, increase the fed. matching funds. (The 
smaller the district, the greater the impact and this means more 
fed. impact funds.) While recommended by major newspapers, 
educational studies, etc., the decision to put merger to a vote 
was always delayed by "look at the amount of money we will 
lose." 

And, compounding the millung process, Mtn. View shares a 
%prate high school district with two much smaller cities. It's 
merger time. 

Closing Onizuka will add to California's already high 
employment rate. We've been hit too hard already. Sounds 
good, but it's just not true. Like the U.S. economy, California's 
economy is also a composite of many regional economies. Mtn. 
View and Sunnyvale are not Long Beach, West Oakland or 
Vallejo. Rather, both of them are integral parts of Silicon Valley 
complete, with the highest employment rate in California. 

This is, after all, the fiber optics data transmission/processing 
capital of North America.. Many of the people at the Loral and 
Lockheed facilities are also equally employable in the same 
fields. 

Mm. View recently signed a $l+million/year ground lease with 
Silicon Graphics. In addition to income, the number of new 
employees SGI estimates it will add in 2 years is almost double 
the number of civilian jobs at Onizuka. 

You will shut down another source of minority employ- 
ment. Nonsense. No industrial area in California has a better 
track record for minority employment. 

Mtn. View's revenue base will be severely damaged. In 
practical terms, NASAIAmes and Onizuka could be completely 
shut down tomorrow, and the damage to revenue reserve would 
be less than citv governmen1 has been able to accom~lish bv ik 
own initiative, At least two members of the current 7-member 
council have been serving when.. 

Change orders were approved which resulted in a 
$28,000,000 over-run on the new City Hall and 
Performing Arts Center, 

The Performing Arts Center was recently declared a 
permanent money-loser because of inadequate seating 
capacity, 

It was decided to sue a bankrupt operator of the new 
Munipal Golf Course at Shoreline Park and the result 
was a $3,000,000 judegement against the City of Mtn. 
View, 

Mm. View decided to become the only city in the Bay 
Area currently suing its former attorneys as a result of 
the Golf Course case, 

It was decided to gain an extra 0.5% on its investment 
fund by buying into the Orange County Fund (with a 
current estimated loss of $9,100,000). 

California has taken too many hits on base cutbacks. And, 
shall we forget what we've gained from those bases while they 
were operating? We would sincerelp how pour decisions-- t~ 
close. keep - 

, . 
own. scale back or whatever--are based gmadv on 

the orowr balance between cost reduction and national securitv. 

Air Force service personnel will be transferred, but what 
about the civilian employees left behind. Onizuka is just not a 
typical military base and it does not have a huge component of 
semi-skilled civilian employees scraping paint or cutting grass. 
Virtually every civilian employee has a locally useable skill in 
copper and fiber data transmission, general computer work and 
data processing. 
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15 April 1995 

The Hon. Wendi L. Steele, 
Commissioner 
Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore St, Ste. 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

SUBJECT. A plea to close of Onizuka A.F.B. as scheduled. 

Dear Madam Commissioner: 

As reported in the April 7 "Peninsula" Supplement of the Sun Jose Mercury News, the city 
councils of both Mtn. View and Sunnyvale have decided to use $75,000 leach of taxpayer 
funds to lobby against the closure of Onizuka A.F.B. The Mercury News also reports the 
$150,000 will also secure the services of "a retired brigadier general who has been very 
successful in preventing or scaling down base closures." 

In the interest of preserving an effective national defense, we cannot afford to maintain a 
redundant and insecure base in these years of a diminished D.O.D. budget. Some local 
government units will feel the effects of the c:losure. Ditto for some civilian contractors 
(Lockheed T.O.C., Loral and others) providing; base support functions. My company's 
business will take a hit and I am also its principal shareholder. However, like many other 
suppliers of high-tech goods and services, we've made contingency plans to take up the loss 
of income from these sources and replace it with business in new markets (just as we have 
done in So. California). 

By comparison to other California cities of the same size, Mtn. View is fundamentally a 
rich city, complete with a diverse and growing high-tech business base which is virtually 
independent of what happens at Onizuka AFB, the remaining DOD flunctions at Moffett 
Field, NASA Ames Research Center and the various support contractors. Local school 
districts may argue they will be severely impi~ted. However, their district boundaries have 
been gerrymandered and jury-rigged to maximize impact fund income from Onizuka and 
Moffett field. Their problems can be solved by a simple vote to merge, combine facilities and 
combine administrative s t a s .  

I make this recommendation as a 25-year resident and property owner in Mtn. View with 
good working knowledge of every city budget of the past 15 years. I have also served as an 
elected trustee (alble to understand a budget) in one of Mtn. View's three school districts. 
I would not make this recommendation if I did not believe we could recover from the base 
closing and re-alignments at NASA and Moflett Field. I would ask only that every attempt 
be made to coordinate the various steps of deactivation at Onizuka with scale-back 
programs at the neighboring NASA Ames Research Center. 
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4 ARGUMENT: SHALL ONIZUKA AFB BE REDUCED AND CLOSED ON THE 
SCHEDULE PRESENTED TO THE BASE CLOSURE C O M M I S S I O N  

This plan to close Onizuka A.F.B. comes on us completely 
without warning. Ever since the publication of Wm . Burrow's 
Deep Black. .. 8 years ago, there's been a growing local know- 
ledge of both why and ultimately when Onizuka would be made 
redundant by the new facility in the Colorado Springs area. 
This announcement comes as no surpise to the officers and 
contractors I talk with in the course of business. Due to the Bay 
Area's higher cost of living and generally better schools in Colo- 
rado, most service personnel I've met would welcome the re- 
location and have been discussing it for at least a year. 

During the last campaign for seats on the Mm. View City 
Council, 4 different candidates professed surprize when asked 
what their plans would be for a closure of Onizuka and a radical 
scale-back of NASAIAmes. The topic has been brought up at 
other forums and it would appear the offical attitude of city gvt. 
has been "if you don't talk about it, it won't happen." 

Our schools will suffer a severe revenue loss. True. At the 
very lowest point (a much reduced NASAtAmes and no 
Onizuka), the loss to Mm. View's two elementary school 
districts will be approximately $470,000 year. The key is the 
word "two". 

Why does a self contained city of 64,000 people need two ethni- 
cally balanced elementarv school districts? Why does the 
boundary between the two proceed through most of Mm. View 
on a straight line and then make a 90' turn and proceed to the 
main gate of Moffett Field? This feat of gerrymandering was 
done in 1954 to increase the impact percentage of military 
personnel and, therefore, increase the fed. matching funds. (The 
smaller the district, the greater the impact and this means more 
fed. impact funds.) While recommended by major newspapers, 
educational studies, etc., the decision to put merger to a vote 
was always delayed by "look at the amount of money we will 
lose." 

And, compounding the milking process, Mtn. View shares a 
separate high school &strict with two much smaller cities. It's 
merger time. 

Closing Onizuka will add to California's already high 
employment rate. We've been bit too hard already. Sounds 
good, but it's just not true. Like the U.S. economy, California's 
economy is also a composite of many regional economies. Mtn. 
View and Sunnyvale are not Long Beach, West Oakland or 
Vallejo. Rather, both of them are integral parts of Silicon Valley 
complete, with the highest employment rate in California 

This is, after all, the fiber optics data transmission/processing 
capital of North America.. Many of the people at the Loral and 
Lockheed facilities are also equally employable in the same 
fields. 

Mtn. View recently signed a $l+million/year ground lease with 
Silicon Graphics. In addition to income, the number of new 
employees SGI estimates it will add in 2 years is almost double 
the number of civilian jobs a1 Onizuka. 

You will shut down another source of minority employ- 
ment. Nonsense. No industrial area in California has a better 
track record for minority employment. 

Mtn. View's revenue base will be severely damaged. In 
practical terms, NASAlAmes and Onizuka could be completely 
shut down tomorrow, and the damage to revenue reserve would 
be less than citv government has been able to accom~lish bv its 
own initiative, At least two members of the current 7-member 
council have been serving when.. 

Change orders were approved which resulted in a 
$28,000,000 over-run on the new City Hall and 
Performing Arts Center, 

The Performing Arts Center was recently declared a 
permanent money-loser because of inadequate seating 
capacity, 

It was decided to sue a bankrupt operator of the new 
Munipal Golf Course at Shoreline Park and the result 
was a $3,000,000 jutlegement against the City of Mm. 
View, 

Mtn. View decided to become the only city in the Bay 
Area currently suing its former attorneys as a result of 
the Golf Course case. 

It was decided to gain an extra 0.5% on its investment 
fund by buying into the Orange County Fund (with a 
current estimated loss of $9,100,000). 

California has taken too many hits on base cutbacks. And, 
shall we forget what we've gained from those bases while they 
were operating? We would sincerelv hope vour decisions-- t~ 
dose. keep OD 

. . 
en, scale back or whatever--are based ~nmanlv on 

$he uro-per balance between cost reduction and national security. 

Air Force service personnel will be transferred, but what 
about the civilian employees left behind. Onizuka is just not a 
typical military base and it does not have a huge component of 
semi-skilled civilian employees scraping paint or cutting grass. 
Virtually every civilian employee has a locally useable skill in 
copper and fiber data transmission, general computer work and 
data processing. 
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15 April 1995 

The Hon. Rebecca G. Cox, 
Commissioner 
Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore St, Ste. 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

SUWECT: A plea to close of Onizuka A.F.B. as scheduled. 

Dear Madam Commissioner: 

As reported in the April 7 "Peninsulau Supplement of the San Jose Mercury News, the city 
councils of both Mtn. View and Sunnyvale have decided to use $75,000 /each of taxpayer 
funds to lobby against the closure of Onizuka A.F.B. The Memury News also reports the 
$150,000 will also secure the services of "a retired brigadier general who has been very 
successful in preventing or scaling down base closures." 

In the interest of preserving an effective national defense, we cannot afford to maintain a 
redundant and insecure base in these years of a diminished D.O.D. budget. Some local 
government units will feel the effects of the cllosure. Ditto for some civilian contractors 
(Lockheed T.O.C., Loral and others) providing base support functions. My company's 
business will take a hit and I am also its principal shareholder. However, like many other 
suppliers of high-tech goods and services, we've made contingency plans to take up the loss 
of income from these sources and replace it with business in new markets (just as we have 
done in So. California). 

By comparison to other California cities of the same size, Mtn. View is fundamentally a 
rich city, complete with a diverse and growing high-tech business base which is virtually 
independent of what happens at Onizuka AFB, the remaining DOD fbnctions at Moffett 
Field, NASA Ames Research Center and the various support contractors. Local school 
districts may argue they will be severely impacted. However, their district boundaries have 
been gerrymandered and jury-rigged to maximize impact fund income from Onizuka and 
Moffett field. Their problems can be solved b:y a simple vote to merge, combine facilities and 
combine administrative staffs. 

I make this recommendation as a 25-year res,ident and property owner in Mtn. View with 
good working knowledge of every city budget of the past 15 years. I have also served as an 
elected trustee (alble to understand a budget) in one of Mtn. View's three school districts. 
I would not make this recommendation if I did not. believe we could recover from the base 
closing and re-alignments at NASA and Mofktt Field. I would ask. only that every attempt 
be made to coordinate the various steps of deactivation at Onizuka with scale-back 
programs at the neighboring NASA Arnes Research Center. 
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ARGUMENT: SHRLL ONIZUKA AFB BE REDUCED AND CLOSED ON THE 
SCHEDULE PRESENTED TO THE BASE CLOSURE C O M M I S S I O N  

This plan to close Onizuka A.F.B. comes on us completely 
without warning. Ever since the publication of Wm . Burrow's 
Deep Blac k... 8 years ago, there's been a growing local know- 
ledge of both why and ultimately when Onizuka would be made 
redundant by the new facility in the Colorado Springs area.. 
This announcement comes as no surpise to the officers and 
contractors I talk with in the course of business. Due to the Bay 
Area's higher cost of living and generally better schools in Colo- 
rado, most service personnel I've met would welcome the re- 
location and have been discussing it for at least a year. 

During the last campaign for seats on the Mtn. View City 
Council, 4 different candidates professed surprize when asked 
what their plans would be for a closure of Onizuka and a radical 
scale-back of NASAIAmes. The topic has been brought up at 
other forums and it would appear the offical attitude of city gvt. 
has been "if you don't talk about it, it won't happen." 

Our schools will suffer a severe revenue loss. True. At the 
very lowest point (a much reduced NASAlAmes and no 
Onizuka), the loss to Mtn. View's two elementary school 
districts will be approximately $470,000 year. The key is the 
word "two". 

Why does a self contained city of 64,000 people need two ethni- 
d l v  balanced elementary school districts? Why does the 
boundary between the two proceed through most of Mtn. View 
on a straight line and then make a 90" turn and proceed to the 
main gate of Moffett Field? This feat of genymandering was 
done in 1954 to increase the impact percentage of military 
personnel and, therefore, increase the fed. matching funds. (The 
smaller the district, the greater the impact and this means more 
fed. impact funds.) Whie reconunended by major newspapers, 
educational studies, etc., the decision to put merger to a vote 
was always delayed by "look at the amount of money we will 
lose." 

And, compounding the milking process, Mtn. View shares a 
sewarate h i ~ h  school district with two much smaller cities. It's 
merger time. 

Closing Onizuka will add to California's already high 
employment rate. We've been hit too hard already. Sounds 
good, but it's just not true. Like the U.S. economy, California's 
economy is also a composite of many regional economies. Mm. 
View and Sunnyvale are not Long Beach, West Oakland or 
Vallejo. Rather, both of them are integral parts of Silicon Valley 
complete, with the highest employment rate in California. 

This is, after all, the fiber opt~cs data transmission/processing 
capital of North America.. Many of the people at the Loral and 
Lockheed facilities are also equally employable in the same 
fields. 

Mtn. View recently signed a Sl+million/year ground lease with 
Silicon Graphics. In addition to income, the number of new 
employees SGI estimates it will add in 2 years is almost double 
the number of civilian jobs at Onizuka. 

You will shut down another source of minority employ- 
ment. Nonsense. No industrial area in California has a better 
track record for minority employment. 

Mtn. View's revenue base will be severely damaged. In 
practical terms, NASAlAmes and Onizuka could be completely 
shut down tomorrow, and the damage to revenue reserve would 
be less than citv government has been able to accomplish bv its 
own initiative. At least two members of the current 7-member 
council have been serving when.. 

Change orders were approved which resulted in a 
$28,000,000 over-run on the new City Hall and 
Performing Arts Center, 

The Performing Arts Center was recently declared a 
permanent money -loser because of inadequate seating 
capacity, 

It was decided to sue a bankrupt operator of the new 
Munipal Golf Course at Shoreline Park and the result 
was a $3,000,000 judegement against the City of Mtn. 
View, 

Mtn. View decided to become the only city in the Bay 
Area currently suing its former attorneys as a result of 
the Golf Course case, 

It was decided to gain an extra 0.5% on its investment 
fund by buying into the Orange County Fund (with a 
current estimated loss of $9,100,000). 

California has taken too many hits on base cutbacks. And, 
shall we forget what we've gained from those bases while they 
were operating? We would sincerelv hope vour decisions-- to 
close. keep own, scale back or whatever--are based primarilv on 
&e DroDer balance between cost reduction and national security. 

Air Force service personnel will be transferred, but what 
about the civilian employees left behind. Onizuka is just not a 
typical military base and it does not have a huge component of 
semi-skilled civilian employees scraping paint or cutting grass. 
Virtually every civilian employee has a locally useable skill in 
copper and fiber data transmission, general computer work and 
data processing. 



.. 
Kenneth Record 

235 Diablo Avenue 
TELEPHONE: (41 5) 969-4469 

Mountain View, CA 94043 (U.S.A.) 
FAX: (41 5) 856-9426 

The Hon. A1 Cornella, 
Commissioner 
Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore St, Ste. 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

SUBJECT: A plea to close of Onizuka A.F.B. as scheduled. 

Dear Mr. Commissioner: 

As reported in the April 7 "Peninsula" Supple~nent of the San Jose Mercury News, the city 
councils of both Mtn. View and Sunnyvale have decided to use $75,00O/each of taxpayer 
funds to lobby against the closure of Onizuka A.F.B. The Mercury News also reports the 
$150,000 will also secure the services of "a retired brigadier general who has been very 
successful in preventing or scaling down base closures." 

In the interest of presetving an effective national defense, we cannot afford to maintain a 
redundant and insecure base in these years of a diminished D.O.D. budget. Some local 
government units will feel the effects of the cllosure. Ditto for some civilian contractors 
(Lockheed T.O.C., Lord and others) providing base support functions. My company's 
business will take a hit and I am also its principal shareholder. However, like many other 
suppliers of high-tech goods and services, we've made contingency plans to take up the loss 
of income from these sources and replace it with business in new markets (just as we have 
done in So. California). 

By comparison to other California cities of the same size, Mtn. View is fundamentally a 
rich city, complete with a diverse and growing high-tech business base, virtually 
independent of what happens at Onizuka AFB, the remaining DOD functions at Moffett 
Field, NASA Ames Research Center and the various support contractors. Local school 
districts may argue they will be severely impacted. However, their district boundaries have 
been gerrymandered and jury-rigged to maximize impact fund income fkom Onizuka and 
Moffett field. Their problems can be solved by a simple vote to merge, combine facilities and 
combine administrative staffs. 

I make this recommendation as a 25-year resident and property owner in Mtn. View with 
good working knowledge of every city budget of the past 15 years. I have also served as an 
elected trustee (alble to understand a budget) in one of Mtn. View's three school districts. 
I would not make this recommendation if I did not believe we could recover from the base 
closing and re-alignments at NASA and Moffett Field. I would ask only that every attempt 
be made to coordinate the various steps of deactivation at Onizuka with scale-back 
programs at the neighboring NASA Ames Research Center. 



ARGUMENT: SHALL O N I Z U K A  AFB BE REDUCED A N D  CLOSED O N  THE 
SCHEDULE PRESENTED TO THE BASE CLOSURE C O M M I S S I O N  

a This plan to close Onizuka A.F.B. comes on us completely 
without warning. Ever since the publication of Wm . Burrow's 
Deep Black ... 8 years ago, there's been a growing local know- 
ledge of both why and ultimately when Onizuka would be made 
redundant by the new facility in the Colorado Springs area.. 
This announcement comes as no surpise to the officers and 
contractors I talk with in the course of business. Due to the Bay 
Area's higher cost of living and generally better schools in Colo- 
rado, most service personnel I've met would welcome the re- 
location and have been discussing it for at least a year. 

During the last campaign for seats on the Mtn. View City 
Council, 4 different candidates professed surprize when asked 
what their plans would be for a closure of Onizuka and a radical 
scale-back of NASAIAmes. The topic has been brought up at 
other forums and it would appear the offical attitude of city gvt. 
has been "if you don't talk about it, it won't happen." 

Our schools will suffer a severe revenue loss. True. At the 
very lowest point (a much reduced NASAIAmes and no 
Onizuka), the loss to Mm. View's two elementary school 
districts will be approximately $470,000 year. The key is the 
word "two". 

Why does a self contained city of 64,000 people need two ethni- 
d l v  balanced elementary school districts? Why does the 
boundary between the two proceed through most of Mtn. View 
on a straight line and then make a 90' turn and proceed to the 
main gate of Moffett Field? This feat of gerrymandering was 
done in 1954 to increase the impact percentage of military 
personnel and, therefore, increase the fed. matching funds. (The 
smaller the district, the greater the impact and this means more 
fed. impact funds.) While recommended by major newspapers, 
educational studies, etc., the decision to put merger to a vote 
was always delayed by "look at the amount of money we will 
lose." 

And, compounding the milking process, Mtn. View shares a 
separate hiph school district with two much smaller cities. It's 
merger time. 

Closing Onizuka will add to California's already high 
employment rate. We've been hit too hard already. Sounds 
good, but it's just not true. Like the U.S. economy, California's 
economy is also a composite of many regional economies. Mm. 
View and Sunnyvale are not Long Beach, West Oakland or 
Vallejo. Rather, both of them are integml parts of Silicon Valley 
complete, with the highest employment rate in California. 

This is, after all, the fiber optics data transmission/processing 
capital of North America.. Many of the people at the Loral and 
Lockheed facilities are also equally employable in the same 
fields. 

Mm. View recently signed a $l+millionlyear ground lease with 
Silicon Graphics. In addition to income, the number of new 
employees SGI estimates it will add in 2 years is almost double 
the number of civilian jobs at Onizuka. 

You will shut down another source of minority employ- 
ment. Nonsense. No industrial area in California has a better 
track record for minority employment. 

Mtn. View's revenue base will be severely damaged. In 
practical terms, NASAlAmes and Onizuka could be completely 
shut down tomorrow, and the damafe to revenue reserve would 
be less than citv government bas been able to accomplish bv its 
own initiative. At least two members of the current 7-member 
council have been serving when.. 

Change orders were approved which resulted in a 
$28,000,000 over-run on the new City Hall and 
Performing Arts Center, 

The Performing Arts Center was recently declared a 
permanent money-loser because of inadequate seating 
capacity, 

It was decided to sue a bankrupt operator of the new 
Munipal Golf Course at Shoreline Park and the result 
was a $3,000,000 jutlegement against the City of Mtn. 
View, 

Mtn. View decided to become the only city in the Bay 
Area currently suing 1t.s former attorneys as a result of 
the Golf Course case, 

It was decided to gain an extra 0.5% on its investment 
fund by buying into the Orange County Fund (with a 
current estimated loss of $9,100,000). 

California has taken too many hits on base cutbacks. And, 
shall we forget what we've gained from those bases while they 

, . 
were operating? We would sincerelv h o ~ e  vour decisions-- ta 
close. k e e ~  ow . . 

n. scale back or whatever--are based omnadv on 
Be DroDer balance between cost reduction and nabonal securitv. 

Air Force service personnel will be transferred, but what 
about the civilian employees left behind. Onizuka is just not a 
typical military base and it does not have a huge component of 
semi-skilled civilian employees scraping paint or cutting grass. 
Virtually every civilian employee has a locally useable skill in 
copper and fiber data transmission, general computer work and 
data processing. 



Kenneth Record 

235 Diablo Avenue 
TELEPHONE: (41 5) 969-4469 

Mountain View, CA 94043 (U.S.A.) 
FAX: (41 5) 856-9426 

15 April 1995 

The Hon. Benjamin F. Montoya, 
Commissioner 
Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore St, Ste. 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

SUBJECT: A plea to close of Onizuka A.F.B. as scheduled. 

Dear Mr. Commissioner: 

As reported in the April 7 "Peninsula" Supplenient of the San Jose Mercury News, the city 
councils of both Mtn. View and Sunnyvale have decided to use $75,000/each of taxpayer 
funds to lobby against the closure of Onizuka A.F.B. The Mercury News also reports the 
$150,000 will also secure the services of "a retired brigadier general who has been very 
successful in preventing or scaling down base closures." 

In the interest of preserving an effective national defense, we cannot afford to maintain a 
redundant and insecure base in these years of a diminished D.O.D. budget. Some local 
government units will feel the effects of the closure. Ditto for some civilian contractors 
(Lockheed T.O.C., Loral and others) providing base support functions. My company's 
business will take a hit and I am also its principal shareholder. However, like many other 
suppliers of high-tech goods and services, we've made contingency plans to take up the loss 
of income from these sources and replace it with business in new markets (just as we have 
done in So. California). 

By comparison to other California cities of the same size, Mtn. View is fundamentally a 
rich city, complete with a diverse and growing high-tech business base which is virtually 
independent of what happens at Onizuka AFB, the remaining DOD functions at Moffett 
Field, NASA Ames Research Center and the various support contractors. Local school 
districts may argue they will be severely impacted. However, their district boundaries have 
been gerrymandered and jury-rigged to maximize impact fund income from Onizuka and 
Moffett field. Their problems can be solved by ;a simple vote to merge, combine facilities and 
combine administrative staffs. 

I make this recommendation as a 25-year resident and property owner in Mtn. View with 
good working knowledge of every city budget of the past 15 years. I have also served as an 
elected trustee (alble to understand a budget) i:n one of Mtn. View's three school districts. 
I would not make this recommendation if I did not believe we could recover from the base 
closing and re-alignments at NASA and Moffett Field. I would ask only that every attempt 
be made to coordinate the various steps of deactivation at Onizuka with scale-back 
programs at the neighboring NASA Ames Research Center. 



My motive for taking time to write this letter is; very simple. I want my grandchildren to 
reach their maturity in a secure America where the primary governmental obligation 
is not paying the interest on the national debt. 

I have a journalist friend who has attended mimy of these facility closing hearings. I him to 
give me some of the usual arguments presented against closings. Enclosed you will find a 
refutation listing the perspective of many Mtn. View citizens, including myself. 

Facility closings are not easy calls to make and I respect you for taking on a necessary task 
of national and societal survival which many of us would never accept. Good luck and may 
wisdom and a firm view of our children's future guide your deliberations. 

Sincerely, 
A 

KR: kr 

Encl. 



ARGUMENT: SHALL O N I Z U K A  AFB BE REDUCED A N D  CLOSED O N  THE 
SCHEDULE PRESENTED TO THE BASE CLOSURE C O M M I S S I O N  

This plan to close Onizuka A.F.B. comes on us completely 
without waning. Ever since the publication of Wm . Burrow's 
Deep Black. .. 8 years ago, there's been a growing local know- 
ledge of both why and ultimately when Onizuka would be made 
redundant by the new facility in the Colorado Springs area.. 
This announcement comes as no surpise to the officers and 
contractors I talk with in the course of business. Due to the Bay 
Area's higher cost of living and generally better schools in Colo- 
rado, most service personnel I've met would welcome the re- 
location and have been discussing it for at least a year. 

During the last campaign for seats on the Mtn. View City 
Council, 4 different candidates professed surprize when asked 
what their plans would be for a closure of Onizuka and a radical 
scale-back of NASAIAmes. The topic has been brought up at 
other forums and it would appear the offical attitude of city gvt. 
has been "if you don't talk about it, it won't happen." 

Our schools will suffer a severe revenue loss. True. At the 
very lowest point (a much reduced NASAIAmes and no 
Onizuka), the loss to Mtn. View's two elementary school 
districts will be approximately $470,000 year. The key is the 
word "two". 

Why does a self contained city of 64,000 people need two ethni- 
callv balanced elementarv school districts? Why does the 
boundary between the two proceed through most of Mtn. View 
on a straight line and then make a 90' turn and proceed to the 
main gate of Moffett Field? This feat of gerrymandering was 
done in 1954 to increase the impact percentage of military 
personnel and, therefore, increase the fed. matching funds. (The 
smaller the district, the greater the impact and this means more 
fed. impact funds.) While recommended by major newspapers, 
educational studies, etc., the decision to put merger to a vote 
was always delayed by "look at the amount of money we will 
lose." 

And, compounding the milking process, Mtn. View shares a 
marate high school district with two much smaller cities. It's 
merger time. 

Closing Onizuka will add to California's already high 
employment rate. We've been hit too hard already. Sounds 
good, but it's just not true. Like the U.S. economy, California's 
economy is also a composite of many regional economies. Mtn. 
View and Sunnyvale are not Long Beach, West Oakland or 
Vallejo. Rather, both of them are integral parts of Silicon Valley 
complete, with the highest employment rate in California. 

This is, after all, the fiber opucs data transmission/processing 
capital of North America.. Many of the people at the Loral and 
Lockheed facilities are also equally employable in the same 
fields. 

Mtn. View recently signed a Sl+million/year ground lease with 
Silicon Graphics. In addition to income, the number of new 
employees SGI estimates it will add in 2 years is almost double 
the number of civilian jobs at Onizuka. 

You will shut down another source of minority employ- 
ment. Nonsense. No industrial area in California has a better 
track record for minority employment. 

Mtn. View's revenue base wiU be severely damaged. In 
practical terms, NASAIAmes and Onizuka could be completely 
shut down tomorrow, and the damage to revenue reserve would 
be less than citv Povemment has been able to accom~lish bv its 
own initiative. At least two members of the current 7-member 
council have been serving when.. 

Change orders were approved which resulted in a 
$28,000,000 over-run on the new City Hall and 
Performing Arts Center, 

The Performing Arts Center was recently declared a 
permanent money-loser because of inadequate seating 
capacity, 

It was decided to sue a bankrupt operator of the new 
Munipal Golf Course at Shoreline Park and the result 
was a $3,000,000 judegement against the City of Mtn. 
View, 

Mtn. View decided to become the only city in the Bay 
Area currently suing its former attorneys as a result of 
the Golf Course case, 

It was decided to gain an extra 0.5% on its investment 
fund by buying into the Orange County Fund (with a 
current estimated loss of $9,100,000). 

California has taken too many hits on base cutbacks. And, 
shall we forget what we've gained from those bases while they 
were operating? We would sincerely how your decisions-- t~ . . 
close. k e e ~  own. scale back or whatever--are based pnmarrlv on 
the proper balance between cost reduction and national securitv. 

Air Force service personnel will be transferred, but what 
about the civilian employees left behind. Onizuka is just not a 
typical military base and it does not have a huge component of 
semi-skilled civilian employees scraping paint or cutting grass. 
Virtually every civilian employee has a locally useable skill in 
copper and fiber data transmission, general computer work and 
data processing. 



ROBERT W. SHEPNER 
1151 LOOKOUT RB). 

PEBBLE BEACH, CA 93953 
(408) 373-0202 

Senatat- A l a n  Daxon, Chairman 
Defense Base C!ctsilre an& R~alignm~.nt Camrnasslan 
670-Q N. Moore St. #I425 
Arl ington, Va.  22204 

Dear Senatar Elson: 

The, 50 called, "end af the Cold kar" br-ought about the p o l a t ~ c a l  
clamor fot- zmmediate massave reductasns mn our miLlkary. 

Much was said about the millions af dollars that wai~fd be reaped 
f r o m  the safe af cfcrsed rnilit3.r~ baser;. However, s i n c e  government 
entities wew given first choice for the properties, at no cost 
ta them, the exact opposite has occutmed at Fort Orb in Monterey 
County, Califarnia and other bases, These nun t a x  p3yet-s have 
acquired the majot-ity of the prap~rties, 90% in the case af Fork 
Oi--,d, without the government receiving a Denny, f n  f 3ct ,  before 
these subst andat-d and danget=aus pt-apet-.t ies ran  USE^ "UE. t a x  p a y e t 5  ' I  

will pay mi 1l.iohrs to make them safe and bring them ~p tcr livable 
staodat-ds, Our.- ta;.i do: laps wi ? f. b~ r - e q i ; ~  r e d  i n  p ~ r p e t . ; u i t y  fat- the2.r 

maintenance, 

The dumping of t h ~ s e  properties an local real estate markets wath 
the expettaiun of ~ m m e d ; a t e  rich rewat-bs fixes In t!?e face of ail 
economic considerat ions. 

In addition to military need, ether considerations should be used 
in determinang when bases should b e  closed, W l P l  the immediate 
closing be prc~fitable of- =hould it be postponed and maintained at 
much les~. cast until it can be sald prafrtahfy? 

I urge you and yocr Gummission to postpone add~tlonll cfaslnys and 
slow the closrngs now r n  progress. f h l s  would save out- taxpayers 
millions of dalfars, 

The newspaper items enclosed substantlate t h e  content; af  my Better. 

cc Se~ator Dnanne Feinstein 
Senator Barbara B a x e r  
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Ord plans 
questioned 
Study sees 
need for new 
mix of uses 

BY THOM AKEMAN 
Herald Staff Writer 

on the Fort 
Ord land, the 
report says. 

The market- 
i n g  s t u d y ,  
which cost the 
A r m y  
$383,000, was 
released this ... , " 1. * c*  a " 
W G G ~  a l b b l  

The Herald 
A marketing study of F~~ o r d  filed a Freedom of Information 

has concluded that the Monterey Act request with the 

B~~ region can absorb only about division of the Corps of Engineers. 
a fourth of the massive office and That serves as the 

light industrial development envi- real estate agent for Fort Ord. 
sioned in the current reuse plan. The Army and some civilians 

concerned with the reuse of Fort 
The reuse plan Overesti- Ord had been studying the Duffy 

mates the demand for retail space report for about three months be- 
in the next 50 years, according to fore it was publicly released, 
a 2oo-~age prepared for the Copies are to be placed in the 
Army Corps of Engineers by Den- Seaside and Monterey libraries. ise Duffy & Asociates of Monte- The board of the reuse authority rey. is scheduled to discuss it at a July 

But the reuse plan drawn by the 28 meeting. 
defunct Fort (3rd Reuse Group Jack Barlich, chairman of the 
and taken over by the recently ere- authority's board and the mayor of 
ated Fort Ord Reuse Authority ~~1 R~~ Oaks, said he got his 
may have overlooked a market for copy of the Duffy report yesterday 
two additional golf courses at Fort morning. 
Ord and, ultimately, more than said he doesn't anticipate 
the 1,725 additional hotel rooms any major changes in the reuse 
outlined in the plan. plan because of the report. 

The reuse plan also may have "There may be some minor 
underestimated the volume of 
hwcing that can be built and sold See ORD USES PAGE 10A 

* 
Report: Ord mix 
misses the mark 

But analyses of market and eco- 
ORD USES FROM PAGE 1A nomic factors in the countv and 

changes, but I don't see any major 
ones," he said. "It's just what it is; 
it's a professional opinion." 

The Duffy report goes in the 
mix with the Army's environmen- 
tal impact statement on the clo- 
sure of Fort Ord and the civilian' 
authority's reuse plan, which won't 
become final until July 1995, Bar- 
lich said. 

The reuse plan, which projects 
the creation of 60,000 jobs at Fort 
Ord in the next 50 years, pro- 
poses: 

rn 25.5 million square feet of 
commercial and business parks. 

.5 million square feet of retail 
space and central business dis- 
tricts. 

rn 1,725 hotel rooms in various 
conference centers and resort 
areas that could be built around 
the two existing golf courses at 
Fort Ord. 

8 11,850 houses, condominiums 
and apartments for the private 
market, in addition to 6,400 addi- 
tional housing units for California 
State University-Monterey Bay 
and the 1,800 houses and duplexes 
retained bv the Armv for its Pres- 

around Monterey Bay led the 
Duffy report to conclude that Fort 
Ord can realistically expect to see 
the creation of 20,000 new, non- 
military jobs by the year 2015. 

The market analyses in the re- 
port also indicate Fort Ord will 
see development of: 

rn Three million square feet of 
office and industrial space in the 
next 20 years, occupying about 230 
of the 2,300 acres earmarked for 
that purpose. A projection of the 
spddy indicates =ffice 2nd in&s- 
trial uses might take a quarter of 
the space allotted for them in 50 
years. 

8 One million square feet of re- 
tail space in the next 20 years, 
growing to maybe 2.8 million 
square feet in 50 years. 

1,200 hotel rooms in the next 
20 years, with 600 of them around 
the exising golf courses, 300 devel- 
oped in conjunction with two new 
golf courses and 300 in a confer- 
ence center in the sand dunes or 
next to the existing golf courses. 
The market for hotel rooms at 
Fort Ord is likely to exceed the 
planned 1,725 rooms in 50 years. 

idio of ~ c h t e r e v  Aniex. - 8 10.300 additional units of 

be used for a nature preserve, mends that ieuse planners pursue 
schools and two universities, parks, a hospital, retirement communities 
campgrounds, an airport and an and more facilities to attract visi- 
agriculture center. tors to the Fort Ord area. 
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Leone, say clean-up of the university-desig- 
nated parcels begins with a careful survey 
of the property, b i p e d ~ n  Army records that 
include archive searches and interviews 
with present and former employees to 
determine the extent of unexploded ord- 
nance, which is then excavated and 
removed. 

But Javier Santa Cruz Jr., a manager in 
charge of ordnance removal with Wyle 

nder federal Superfund law, the 
federal government is responsible 
for the removal of contamination 
even after the transfer of federal 

property. 
"It's the US Army's responsibility if 

[ordnance] is found, for them to come in 
and clean it up," says Hendrickson. "It is 
only their liability and no one else's." 

For regulators trying to oversee the 
clean-up of unexploded ordnance, a compli- 
cating factor lies in how ordnance is inter- 
preted under existing laws and regulations. 
Federal Superfund clean-up laws stipulate 
that "all necessary remedial action must be 
taken to remove hazardous substances" 
from land to be transferred, but there is 
ambiguity about whether ordnance should 
be considered a hazardous substance. 

According to Mark Garvey, of the feder- 
al EPA headquarters in Washington, DC, 
the EPA has triedto classify ordnance as a 
hazardous substance, although Superfund 
regulations - ironically - don't specifi- 
cally address ordnance. 

"You know and I know that if you're out 
there and run across a land mine, it's going 
to be hazardous to your health," says Curt 
Gandy, an environmental activist who is 
also a member of the US Department of 

Defense's recently formed &storation- 
Advisory Board, which isintended as a citi- 

"You know and 1 

know.. .a land mine 
is going to be t 

hazardous to 
your health." 

- Curt Gandy, Environmentalist 

Linda Temple, an Army environmental 
manager at Fon Ord, points to a published 
May-l8hotice of intent to remove unex- i 
plored ordnance, as evidence of the Army's 1 
efforts to involve the public in the Fansfer I 

clean-up of the'contaminated Fort Ord 
parcels wasslated to be completed last 
month, but, according to an internal Army 
memo, was halted first in January, when a 
state historic preservation officer threatened 
:o sue the Armv. since the Fort Ord 
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Monterey to Celebrate Fort Ord j 
2 By Carolyn Lochhead 

i n- 
Washington 

Three years after it was closed, 
Fort Ord, the sprawling former Ar- 
my base in Monterey where a mil- 
lion soldiers trained for war since 
1917, will be legally transferred to 
civilian use today. 

Hailed as a model by Secretary 
of Defense William Perry, who is 
flying in to lead the ceremonies, 
Fort Ord's conversion is the na- 
tion's largest yet. 

As early as the fall of 1B5, a 
new California State University at 
Monterey Bay is expected to open 
on the site, transforming barracks 
into classrooms with an eventual 
capacity for as many as 25,000 stu- 
dents. 

: An array of other public and 
private uses are planned, includ- 
ing a new state park on 2,000 acres 
of beach closed to the public for 40 
years and small industrial sites. 

While most of these plans will 
not be realized for several years, 
the transfer to civilian control has 
been remarkably smooth. Some 

, bases, such as Fort Hamilton, re- 
main in limbo nearly two decades 
after the decision was made to 
close them. 

But Fort Ord may also serve as 
a warning to the Bay Area's huge 

litical controversy. "Those theorists who believed 
When the news broke in the that there would be a real estate 

summer of 1991 that Fort Ord's 28,- boom in federal properties are to- 
000 acres of prime coastal Califor- tally wrong," Farr said. "A lot of 

'A lot of people are shocked as to why all 
these military bases, this key real estate 
in Cal@brnia, is not commanding 
multimillion-dollar pdce tags' 
- REPRESENTATIVE SAM FARR 

nia red estate was to be freed 
from military use, thousands of in. 
terested parties, from developers 
to advocates for the homeless, ' 

eyed the property with grand vi- 
sions. 

, make it accessible to 

tails that threatened to torpedoj -me university campus is being 
the conversion. viewed as the key to weaning Mon- I 1 

terey County from its reliance on 
the military, spawning a new "Sili- 
con Valley of the sea." 

Fort Ord's closure, entailing 
the transfer of nearly 15,000 sol- 
diers, devastated the local econo- 
my, ,pushing the local unemploy- 
ment rate to 13 percent, one of the 
highest in the nation. 

About 80 percent of the land, or 
18,000 acres, will be set aside as 
open space, managed by the Interi- 



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

ARLINGTON. VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 10, 1995 

Mr. Robert W. Shepner 
1 15 1 Lookout Road 
Pebble Beach, CA 93953 

Dear Mr. Shepner: 

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. Ord. 

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.  Lyies 
StaEDirector 



ROBERT W. SHEPNER 
i 151 LOCKCUT 313. 

PEBBLE BEACH, CA 93953 
(408) 373-0202 

Representative Bob Livingston, Chairman 
House Appropriations Committee 
218 Ford Office Building 
Washington D. C. 20515 

Dear Representative Livingston: 

I was dismayed t o  learn from an a r t i c l e  in  the Monterey Herald that Representative 
Sam Farr had been able t o  influence your committee t o  restore funds f o r  the 
California State University a t  Fort O r d .  A copy of the a r t i c l e  is enclosed. 

A s  I am sure you now realize,  base closures, which were supposed to f r e e  
up valuable lands t o  be sold a t  huge p ro f i t s  f o r  our government are not 
being realized. Contrarily, since government e n t i t i e s  were given f i r s t  
choice of these so-called "free" lands, b i l l i ons  of taxpayer funds Kill  
be required t o  bring existing infrastructure up t o  loca l  codes, remove all 
vestage of dangerous ordnance and toxic materials and renovate o r  replace 
the  buildings f o r  safe c iv i l ian  use. 

I t  is  inconceivable t h a t  funds f o r  the expansion of government f a c i l i t i e s  
and services a t  closing bases should continue when the s ize and cost of 
government i s  being reduced elsewhere. 

Funds f o r  the expansion of government, whether it be city,  county, s ta te--or  
federal should be eliminated, The mili tary service involved should be required 
t o  maintain the properties u n t i l  there is a bonafide ci t izen approved plan, 
The mili tary service bvolved should be required to  mint& and eliminate 
a l l  hazards to c iv i l ian  occupancy i n  the meantime, Privatization should be 
the  paramount consieration as a means of reducing the cost of base closures. 

Three years of meetings of local  governments, with a minimum of c i t izen  input, 
have not demonstrated any need f o r  additional college f a c i l i t i e s  at Fort Ord. 
The economy is not depressed. There is no completed redevelopment o r  financing 
plan. Droughts continue periodically with no solution i n  sight. The additionaJ. 
water needed f o r  the redevelopment of Fort O r d  is not available now o r  In the  
foreseeable future. @A is being sued regaxding cleanup of bases, 

The enclosures confirm ,myl statements. Please advise your connuittee. 

Robert W. 
cc Senator Alan Dixon, Chairman, Defense Base Closure & Realignment Conmission d' 

Senator Dianne ~ e G s t e i n ,  senator Barbara Boxer, Representative Sam Farr 
Governor Pete Wilson 
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' Castles Made of Sand 
Reality has eroded reuse plans all along, and this could be just the beginning. 

BY NICOLE VOLPE 

S 
tilwell Hall, perched high intend to provide access to the 
above the Fort Ord coastline, beach for research and educa- 
rises out of those bullet-rid- lion purposes, sort of an out- 
dled dunes west of Highway door library, inviting students 

1 like a sad symbol. With its rotting ~ 4 . & r u d b ~ . ~ ~ n ~ ( ~ ^ r t o m t h m . . .  
wicks and broken windows, the wood efforts." 
loon of what was once a grand Othenvise, the parks depart- 
Vorld War I1 soldiers'club are ment has rejected much of the 
varped from water damage. The original reuse premise - that 
iaaves rolling into the coast below large-scale development would 
ave canted out a W~le E Coyote cliff benefit the area as a whole. 
verhang, and the whole building will 'There is a very limited 
ertainly fall into the sea, eventually. amount of space for develop 

The state Department of Parks ment or recreational facilities 
nd Recreation once hoped to reuse on the west side of the high- 
le hall as a visitor center, perhaps way," says Gray. 
'owing the rate of erosion by build- In lieu of a thmugh-md, the 
ig out the cliff underneath. Even park department has instead p m  
:locating the structure was consid- posed a @ng Id where user 
red. But after further study, both fees could be charged, and a 
ptions were found to be too costly. r bike path ninning along the 
'ow it seems the only opportunities beach from Seaside lo Marina 
.fl at Stilwell are three murals left " with the idea of providing a 
 side that may someday hang on 2 more pleasant alternative to the 
alifomia State University's (CSlJ's) 6 existing mmtion path that runs 
ails, if they are retrieved before " alongside hectic highway traff~c. 
Icy are rendered worthless by rain "We feel pretty strongly a 
ater or vandals. - through-road \vould cornpro- 
The building, now abandoned, is mise our ability to manage the 

tangible motlcl for lowered expec- ba5e reuse plan in 1993, the rollbacks of what Two years and several million dollars in land," says Gray. "!t would 
lions and ideas for reuse all over the plan could ultimately accomplish have cash and "in-kind" planning, squabbling and tum into an alternate commuter route for 
~ r t  Ord. where local jurisdictions in the first included: stdf time later, the plan is still "evolving," say Highway I and there would be unlimited 
'Ish of reuse fever were all0wed dream . The number of jobs to be created, which officials connected with the reuse erort, who access during nighttime hours." 
ish lists as a starting point for land use plans was reduced from IX0,000 to the current are scrambling to have a July deadline for a The agency also opposes the swalled 
)\ir considered unrealistic by many planners. 60,000. The downsizing was forced by the final base reuse plan extended into next year. "Asilomar-type facility," originally proposed 
"In these situations where there are multi- Army before they would issue a record of But while reuse plans are supposed to be near- by FORG, dismissing the euphemism that they 

e jurisdictions planning for their own temto- decision on [he environmental impact ly completed, there are indications the FORG say ignores the fact such a park would not be 
:s. there is a tendency to be overly optimistic statement for air quality reasons, plan is still overblown. designed by Julia Morgan, surrounded by pine 
nut what's do-able," says Tom Black, an The amount of water the plan will require The state Department of Parks and trees or built before state parks had a say. 
ban developrncnt economist at the Urban each year, which has been reduced from Recreation, which will eventually manage "We haven't ruled out overnight accornmo- 
~ n d  Institute (lJLI), a Washington DC-based 21,760 acre-feet to 14,153 acre-feet per Fort Ord's coastal lands, has taken issue with dations, " says Gray. "But anything on the 
qearch and education organization made up year. plans for aggressive land use west of Highway magnitude of 300 rooms seems inappropriate 
some 13,000 private developers, planners, . The number of students scheduled to start I - plans that include a through-mad, a mon- for an area preserved as open space and habi- 

~gineen and public officials. "It is likely to at Cal State strous desalination tat management." 
ovenveighted to what's actually feasible, llniuersity in fall of Apparently, even the sheer acreage of the 

td il creates a lot of problems when you have '95 from 2,000 to land slated for development is shrinking. Due to 
draw back to something less ambitious." 950 - a reduction conference center and erosion, the shoreline has meded some 200 feet 
"There has been a lot of money wasted attributed to prob since the 1950s, which was when the map was 

~rsuing these way-out-there, pie-in-the-sky lems in obtaining drawn that all plans for the beach were based 
ans," says Charles Chrietzberg, co-founder federal funding. on. That is a loss of over 100 acres of land. 
the Citizens Action Group, which was The area originally "We're losing land," says Gray. "That indi- 
rmed in the early phases of reuse. scheduled to be formed FORA, leaves cates we need to have significant setbacks 
The Fort Ord Reuse Authority (FORA), and developed as part of i the state parks depart- from the shoreline, usually so that there's a 
predecessor the Fort Ord Reuse Group the FORG plan, 50-year span before erosion will effect a 
ORG). have certainly been drawing back. which was reduced building. At the current erosion rate of seven- 
le plan first offered in April of '93, called for from 15.910 acres to a prospect that col~ld feet-per-year, you'd need to have at least 350- 
' new highrises, 2,644 acres of commercial 9,630 acres as a TOM BLACK effectively sideline the foot setbacks " 
ace and business parks, two college campus- result of land ren- uRBAN D ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - , .  plans entirely. District Some pints along the coast nin only 1,000 
and a desalination plant. I t  remains untested dered unusable as i t  ecologist Ken Gray feet to the highway and that doesn't leave 
-its feasibility in light of expensive infra- was once an impact ; ECONOMIST says the only reason the much m m ,  says Gray, especially when the 
ucture needs, and it is being challenged by 

range. parks district is negoti- habitat management plan prepared by the 
: state Department of Parks and Recreation A reduction of 3040 ating with FORA on the Army for reuse of the base calls for the preser- 
- agpssive land use of the beach. percent in the amount of the FORG plan matter at all is to be neighborly. vation of 700 acres. 
I f  resource and environmental factors end originally dedicated lo retail (a reduction "We're going to be members of the com- "The (IS Department of Fish and Wildlife 
reducing the scope of the plan, i t  wouldn't that was largely due to a map inaccuracy, munity so we want our plans to be compatible declared there would he no damage to rare 
the first time. Since the release of an initial according to FORA officials). with adjacent communities," he says. "We and endangered species i f  that wildlife plan is 
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followed," says GR "Since rhen is only -kO * 

acres west of the fii&y,tttrat leaves very lk, 
tle room for develbpnt  and recreational , 

facilities," he say++: $?&, 
, e ,A, 

.' :/ *;) .-- 

W hile the &s department has been I 
very specific in what reductions 
need to & made in the FORG 
plan, still a wi1d:card in the plan- 

ning process is whetheijhe reuse plan is feasi- I 
ble considering the expense of building trans- / 
portation, water and other utilities systems to 
support planned ,mwth. 

i 
I Paul Reimer, the ensni?er hired by FORA , 

to study infmtruct&ps~l@ set the cost of 
roads, a water system, and a sewer system to 

' 

support FORKS reuse I 
on the horizon to support those projects, so the 
costs will need to be passed on to developers. 
Whether the oppguniti$s a p  Ord will be 

I 
attractive enough t$ &y&pe,F is anyone's 1 
guess. 

"Until there isisdid fwancial plan, what : 1 
youTare dealing with ii d&, wishes and. . 
ideas," says Black,,who has reviewed similar 
deve!bpment plans for areas experiencing . 
reuse.? After ~vkwingthe reuse plan and 

<tal@B withl@,UUmembers, Black says . 
he'stsurprise4 dqe, i ~n$~gy  $kind of, financial 
: plnhddwn up to s u p m  @tA's ideas about j 
w ~ e n  gr@n 1eveIs of development could be. 
: achiev,ed. -L>;:~$ .'; y2=l - . - ,, -. A&>;;. e,-.L.~i.+ 1 

,t6I'asked sev,e@ ppple+ww~~l;there was I 
a costassignment PI&, . ~ ~ ~ ~ y a t e , & p & m e n t  
strategy, and I &,@hat-Woesn'~,e'&"_$e.. i. ~ $ 7 ,  t- 

says, f :-;, L+&;&* q 1y.:*y7' 
The only two @etGnyt+~es dot$t~r,; 

date on the feasibility priyate bacsng for 
reuse-efforts are ~ i s r r i ~ ' s , ~ ~ e r a l  Aviation,. . 
Agency (FAA) gant-funded study,which was 
used to determine whether Fritzche Airfield 
would be a money maker if converted to civil- 
ian use, and the ,1994 Denise.Duffy study of I 
what sort of land uses the local market might 
be able to accommodate. 1 

Although the Duffy report was released 
-- 

CO-FOUNDER OF 
I 

M E  CITIZENS ACTION GROUP I 
last year, and called for different combinations 
and intensities than the FORG plan, the reuse 
officials made no adjustments to their plan 
based on the analysis, according to Reimer. 

'The only change that has been made since 
the DutTy report, was released was that the 
amount of retail space went down 30.40 per- 

1 cent," he says. "It was a matter of retail areas 
designated at either side of @e entry* to.he 
base.-The acpge-included the right-of-way 
for a state highway, so it made he footprint 
appear larger in ,thepriginal:plan.'~jy~~ - : . , 

That was~a1ucky,gis~@ke;considering~a : 
pr6jection qf theDuffy:repqrt-indicated the i 
.--.r Lh.. . . ~ORA Zontinued on p&e 20 



Les White, FORA's executive officer. 

. , -  

area could only absorb a little more than half 
the retail space reuse &~cials planned. 

But the Duffy report also indicated other 
areas where reuse officials planned for uses 
the market wouldn't bear. For instance, the 
projection was made that office and industrial 
uses might fill only a quarter of the 25.5 mil- 
lion square-feet reuse officials allotted for 
those activities on the dd Fort Ord. 

But even that report, based on sketchy pop 
ulation projections by the Association of 
Monterey Bay Area Governments (AMBAG), 
does not explore all of the financial issues 
associated with reusing Fort Od. 

"It is based more on trend line experience 
than analysis," says Black. 

According to federal mandates, the FORG 
plan will undergo more market study this year, 

=\x.#i:fi aa;Gr;e.akez$;R i; wrts: : ! g&;r, ;;d hU&bgews;,;;l;.th;,,y& 

al to all of the infrastructure needed. Saudi Arabia." 
"Money for infrastructure is the primary ele- Monterey County Water Resources Dep11 

ment determining what gets built," says Reimer. Manager Leo Laska agrees that desal is 
The Transportation Agency of Monterey "expensive and energy consuming," but poi1 

County (TAMC) will have a financially con- out that a proposed plant did make it througl 
strained financial plan available this summer, the permitting p x s s  before it was ditched 
which will take a stab at how much fundinr! bv Peninsula voters in  1992. 
will be available for a transpoltation system. How the costs of desal, ranging from 

At $353.6 million, a t r a n s d o n  svstem $1.000.10 $2000 oeracre foot. would he 
will cost more than any othe~infmtruchre sys- 
tem, but there are some who believe water issues 
will still be the most problematic in the long run. 
"I went up and asked the M R A  board at 

one meeting if there has ever been a desal 
plant in operation anywhere that produced 
5,000 acre feet of water for more than 10 
years," says one FORA observer, who asked 
not to be named. "They kind of looked at each 

absorbed is also siill an unknown. But FOW 
members do not seem concerned that desal 
could prove unfeasible. 

"I don't agree with the sky is falling 
approach to water issues," says Seaside May1 
Don Jordan. "It is not our lasl thought beforr 
we go to sleep." 2' x - 1 .  

Federal requirements are fdrcrng FORA t( 
conduct a financial study as part of a final 
~ l a n  that would take into account the i n h -  . . 
structure costs. Meanwhile, reuse oficials 
have mn out of time and planning money 
needed to produce~~finql plan that meets stat1 
and federal requirements. 

'fhc Pentagon's Ofice of Economic 
Adjustment (OEA) gave FPRA just $683.000 
to complete its master plad of ihc base. 
Meanwhile, a planning consultant pafinership 
- EMC of Monterey and EDAW Inc -pre- 
sented a work outline that left FORA some 
$ 8 0 0 . 0  short. 

"They've spent all their money, and now 
they are hollering," says Chrietzberg. "There 
isn't an unlimited source of funding. They've 
got to utilize it and get the job done." 

Barbara Shipnuck, the former Monterey 
County supervisor who was hired by FOKA at 
$3,000 per month to lind a way out of the 
funding crunch, says the shortfall was a matter 
of the ditl'erence between statc and fedenl 
requirements for the base reuse plan. 

"Federal agencies wouldn't pay for 
Calil'on~ia's strict planning requirements." she 
says. 

After chipping away at the shortfall. o f f -  
cials have been sent back to their jurisdictions 
to come up with $300.000 cash to complete 
the master plan. 

"We have asked the jurisdictions that they 
provide a loan, which we will make elcry 
eNort to pay back," says FORA's Executive 
Officer I,es White. 

FORA, \vhich has spent some $100.000 in 
salaries, travel and consulting since Octohcr, 
is running short not just on resources. h u ~  
also on time. The agency has asked for an 
extension of its July deadline for a linal hase 
plan through legislation introduced by 
Asscmhlyman Bruce McPherson. AR 258 
asks for a one year extension to .luly of '96, 
and was introduced in committee last month. 

White says the sheer size of the plan 
makes it difficult to meet hoth the state and 
fcderdl requirements. "You are talking ahout 
an area the size of San Francisco cit! and 
county." he says. 

But White says ncither the intensity of 
development, nor that FOR(; and FORA had to 
scale hack from hig ideas. were factors creating 
the current day-late-and-dollar-shon situation. 

"FOKA is funded on the margin," lie says. 
"And the shortfall was in part due to co~r- 
slraints in tenns of how we can use OEA 
money. There was money we couldn't allocate 
fbr state requirements." 

According to White, reuse plans for the old 
fort won't "be significantly rcduceti" duc to 
the pending market studies. St111 he sa!,s. 
financial analysis "will be the real tcst of thc 
plan's feasibility" 

"I don't think it tvill shrink n111ch any morc 
than i t  already has." he says. 
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Red tape slows I 

I Ord conversion 

BY THOM AKEMAN . 2atec %,.. inar~j $a,~s L:' the ,*- 

Herald Staff Wnter square .de  base would be in civil- 
;an ha:,& by now, on their way to 

.The tirnetqble has been dropped becoming parks, private housing, 
at Fort Ord as civilian conversion commercial centers and a munici- ' 
of the military base seems to be pal airport. j 
taking longer than expected at But only the land for a Univer- 

I every fold of the map. sity of California research center 
The conversion is generally On and a California State University 

track, but the turnover of federal at Monterey Bay campus have I 
property has been slower than ex- been transferred so far. Those ' 
pected when the Fort Ord Reuse transfers t w k  place in July 1 
Authority (FORA) was formed 11 through special acts of Congress. 
months ago. J . :  Other land transfers - such as 

"We might hazy spme,setbacks,' the ,elementary.schools and offices 
but we're,still ,far;%head~o$e~ery-~~ " for the ,Monterey ,P$ninsula Uni- 

- body~&lse~oin&€lirough 'th&," saidi-:fied, Schoo!.:Diit;icti; and the air- 
Assemb!~?? : , + J c e  M~Pherson,.~ ' field for the city bf Marina - are . '$:>2" . R-Santa Cruz. . % . .m .-% ,., o n  the. brink of.occurring, accord- 

* ' -  "Paiience , is, a virtue,:;,?n this ing to the Army's-Base Realign- 
whole- conversion ' process," he ment and Closure (BRAC) staff at ,: ' . - y . .- %&..:;>+ 

. . ,. Fort Ord. . .. , , . I .  

When the county and eighr af- But virtually everything else is 
fected cities were pulled together tied u p  in one or more of the I 
to form FORA as a single govern- 
ing body last year, forecasts indi- See FORT ORD PAGE 8A 



four more chunks of Fort Ord will 
FORT ORD FROM PAGE 1A be turned over to civilian authori- 

processing and planning steps re- ties by the end of the year. But 

quired for the federal government ~ , " , ~ ~ , " ~ q o a ~ ~ c ~ ; g 8 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ f n P ~ i ~ ~  I 
. to turn over land to local govern- said. ments or private owners. 

He doesn't expect to see any "Our feet are to the fire," said property intended for private 
Lt. Col. Bill Jones, who heads the ownership and redevelopment 
BRAC office at Fort Ord. turned over until the base reuse 

"My mission from the Army is plan is completed, White said. I 
to turn Over a property as soon as TIle reason is simple, he said. 
possible," he said. "Now, when is The Army wants to be paid for 
'as soon as possible?' " Drooertv and buildings that are go- 

According to interviews with jngzto de privately obned. But ;he 
some of the principals involved in market values of those properties 
the conversion, the process itself can't be established until there is a 
has proved to be more complex final plan for base reuses, White 
and slower than anticipated at said. I 
Fort Ord, which is the lafgest mili- That plan would gen- 
tary base the nation closed in the zoning conditions and would 

War defense cutbacks. outline infrastructure and utilitv 
Environmental analysis, even provisions that will affect properG 

though speeded by laws parented values, he said. 
by form& Rep.  eon Panetta, who 
is now President Bill Clinton's 
chief of staff, still takes a lot of 
time at a large base, they said. 

Surveying and mapping so that 
undivided land can be parceled 
and prepared for a number of dif- 
ferent owners also takes as much 
time as there is land, they said. 

. Getting everybody who has to 
be. involved in the transactions co- 
ordinated and in agreement may 
be the most time-consuming step 
in the process, the principals said. 

" That plan, now about a year be- 
hind its 1995 deadline. has been ------ - - -  ~ 

stalled because of the time it has 
taken to decide what needs to be 

FORA needs to decide how to 
allocate the current water supply, 
White said. Those decisions will 
have significant impact on prop- 
erty values at the base, he noted. 

He expects FORA to allocate 
the water in the next couple of 
months, White said, so the two 
universities can get on with their 
plans and FORA can start dealing 
with the former military housing 
subdivisions that are empty and 
boarded up. 

I Other decisions will have to be I 
made as part of the reuse plan, , 
which is supposed to be final by 

it took longer than expected to get 
federal money to help pay for the 
reuse plan, and then there was 
substantially less money than re- 
quested. 

At the moment, thd county and 
the eight cities in FORA are de- 
bating whether to put up another 
$20,000 per voting member to pay 
for turning an interim reuse plan 
into final form. 

"I think we're crawling at a fast 
pace," said Leslie White, the 
former San Jose city manager who 
became FORA's executive officer 
in February. 

;Vhite said he t b l r ~  three or 

would extenld FORA'S plan dead- 
line to July 1, 1996. i 

"They said they need more time / 
and we said okay, but this can't go \ 
on indefinately," McPherson said. 
"The people in the Legislature 
want base conversions to work." 

There is an interim reuse plan 
that has taken about three years 
and $3 million to develop. 

But it contains some provisions 
the Army Corps of Engineers re- 
fused to consider in an environ- 
mental impact statement for the 
base, and some proposals that 
state agencies have a 
at. 



Steve GannlThe Herald 

Leslie White, director of the Fort Ord Reuse Authority 

The interim plan also doesn't back loans, White said. 
yet address ways an estimated "That's a couple of yean down 
$400 million worth of public works the line," he said. 
projects might be financed, or set also an issue of how priorities for redevelopment areas. quickly do you want propew con- 

FORA asked the Pentagon's veyed," White said. "Once you get 
Office of Economic Adjustment it, you've got to pay to maintain 
for $1.6 million to pay a consultant it." 
to turn the interim plan into a F- ~ t .  ~ 0 1 .  Jones said he can't sug- 
nal, master plan. gest a timetable for turning over 

But the federal office decided in land at Fort Ord. 
January to Pay only $683,000, ex- "We're trying to do our best," 
plaining that that's all the work he said. 
necessary to satisfy 're- Heys waiting for environmental 
quirements. regulators to tell BRAC when 

Most of the rest of the proposed property is clean enough to be 
work is intended to satisfy the turned over for reuses, Jones said. 
California Environmental Quality also waiting for White to 
Act, FORA officials have said. tell him if a list of priority proper- 

There is little, if any, state ties submitted by FORA still 
money available to help, White holds, Jones said. 
said. SO F O m  plans to commit And he's waiting for FORA to 
next year's membership dues and work out conflicts with utility com- 
assess its members for the money panics and resolve competing re- 
to finalize the plan. quests for property, Jones said. 

The conversion processes will be "We're looking at May and June 
slow enough that it will take sev- to turn over a lot of stuff, if no 
era1 years to get enough redevel- unforseen things come up," Jones 
opment at .Fort Ord to generate a said. "I say that with a lot of hope 
sufficient revenue to finance such because we thought we'd have a 
plans, buy infrastruc4 Ire or pay lot of stuff turned over by'now." 

u 1 

; i ;r,% environmental clearance 
ndcejsary before military property 
can be transferred to civilians is 
close for most of the base, said 
John Chesnutt, the Fort Ord 
proiect manager for the U.S. Envi- 

Work is now going on to remove 
and treat contaminated soil, he 
said. 

In about six months, all but six 
sites on the base should be free 
from toxic contamination and 
available for reuses, Chesnutt said. 

Those areas of long-term con- 
tamination include: 

An 8,000-acre training range 
being given to the Bureau of Land 
Management, which has une- 
xploded ordnance that has to be 
located and removed. 

rn The rifle ranges in the sand 
dunes being given to the state De- 
partment of Parks and Recreation, 
which have metal shell casings and 
fragments to be removed. 

An incineration area. in the 
East Garrison with such a steep 
slope that development is unlikely. 

A 'former motor pool on the 
property that will someday be part 
of the CSU campus. 

H A  former vehicle yard near 
the FORA office, which left a 
plume of contaminated ground wa- 
ter that has to be cleaned up. 

The sixth area of long-term con- 
tamination is a large ground water 
plume under and around a landfill 
area in Marina that caused Fort 
Ord to be placed on the EPA's 
Superfund cleanup list, Chesnutt 
said. 

leased for reuses, he said. 
A number of agencies that serve 

the homeless and a nonprofit cor- 
poration planning a retirement 
community at Fort Ord are waiting 
for buildings that sit over that pol- 
luted area. 

It will take months to get the re- 
medial system in place and work- 
ing, so that property can pe leased 
for reuses, Chesnutt said , 
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Don't delay- - 

base i rig 
Monterey County communities can't let the conversion 

of Fort Ord become bogged down. . 

short. They'll miss the July 1 deadline and won't be done 
by the end of the year. B U ~  planning could be complete 
by next July - the end of the year's grace proposed in , 
legislation by Assemblyman Bruce McPherson. 

The first land can't start moving into private hands un- 
til that's completed. Once major tenants - imagine Pen- Already the complicated, intemwen process is £ a h g  i 

, ,- behind schedule. . ' ney or Wal-Mart anchoring a shopping center along 
' ' ' Highway 1 - move in, cash wduld start flowing back into 

Norone is pointing fingers. But they are 'dis?"eri@ local hands. 
that the process is more complicated than. expected a t /  . , , .  . . . 

' > 
1. t , 

' every turn. ' I . .I, 1 Fort Ord still is',seen as a model for base reuse. That's 
one reason it's gotten federal moneyfor planning. 

It's' di£ficuIt navigating the federal bureaucraj. It 
takes time to map and divide the massive base - 44 But local agencies must continue to move the process 

square miles, the size of San Francisco. Even the newly, along steadily. 

streamlined environmental process be pinfully slow. , 
' The first step is checking the land for kntadnation, 
cleaning it up and releasing it for use. Most of the land 
for the universities has befn transferred, and.the ~ n v i - j  
ronmental Protection Agency is signing off on other1 
tracts. 1 

The second step is establishing priorities for civilian, 
use of the land. The planning process has taken several, 
turns over the years, and the control of several areas re-, 
mains in disnute. < I  licate balancing act for the area's economic fu- 



Golf course unlikely atop Ord landfill 
California are similarly polluted with cornmer- 

LANDFILL FROM PAGE 1C cia1 household and industrial concoctions. 

the permitting and paperwork necessary to put He said "about 10 or 15" chemicals have 
a golf course there," he said. been identified in ground-water aquifers be- 

First identified as a toxic site 11 years ago, neath the landfill. 

the Fort Ord landfill is little worse than many "If you look at the chemicals in your house, 
other toxic "dumps" in California, Eisen said. you'll likely find some of these same chemi- 

"Contamination was caused by a variety of cals," Eisen said. ' we still haven't found anything that we can 
factors; it probably wasn't policed closely Smallbeck reported that the landfill will be consider the source of contamination for this 
enough by military personnel," he said, adding capped with a clay sealer and ground water," Smallbeck said. 
that approximately 700 other landfill sites in ground water will be treated. 

- 
"There is no smoking gun." 



MILITARY TOXICS PROJECT 
Fort Ord Task Force 

P.O. Box 31 15 
- -. > - - --- .-1 . . Camel, CA 93921 (408) 3759464 

I over toxics I 
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Suit says agency 
didn't crack down 

BY KEVIN HOWE 
I 

Herald Staff Wnter 

A suit alleging thatithe federal 
Environmental Protection Agency 1 
has failed to crack sown. on mili- 
tary munition wastes has been 
filed by a California-based . citi- 
zens' group. 

The . suit,, filed by the. Tides 
Foundation on Dec. 14 in U.S. 
District Court , in Washington, 

I 

D.C., alle&%s,that :he EPA failed ' . i --- --- 
to meet an April 16;-1993TaiXd- 
line for proposing regulations 
identifying when military muni- 
tions become hazardous waste, 

,I. &d ~,roir~dins,~f~~-~_.af,e~~;~m~val 
and storage'of such waste. 

. ~ttomey~;&enaiStejn,~~;$f t!e 
University of Maryland ,!3$opl of 
Law's Clinical Law .Off@ saiqthe 
suit was filed on behalf .o ldhe  

"The gist of the issue," Steinzor 
said, "is that when you fire a shell 

'I Out of a gun and it hits the 
ground, it becomes a waste, and i t  

,"is a hazardous waste if it is ignit- 
, able .or has hazardous substances 
tliat can Izak into the environ- 
me?t. It cannot be left,% in the 
ground. It has to be managed so it 
doesn't harm the environment.': 

She described theT: Military 
ToxicslProject as a national coali- 

' tion of ,citizens' groups neighbor- 
- ing military bases, from Hawaii to 
Maine. Among them is the Fort 
Ord Toxics Project. 

Tides Foundation's Military.Toxics .,,, 
Project. .x : . d l  + 

The suit names EPA,*Adqinis- 
trator Carol Browner and .the 
agency as , defendants? \. charging 
that t h e  EPA. violated the fedefal 1 
Solid, Waste8Disp?sall Act by! fail- - I 
ing to publicstir regulationiih~$i?sks 
the court to order that such regu'- , 
lations be published noalater than 
April 6. c .. ,. ,/‘ i 

. Steinzor said the *cas"e haseveen I 

Lauren ;;~iihal,  spokeswoman 
for EPA hadquarten in Washing- 
ton, D.C., said that agency attor- 1 
neys are re?ewing the case and 
have 60 days to file a response. 

Otherwise, she said, she  agency 
had no c o v e n ?  - -,; - 

The court action is not e$ecfed 
to affect Fort Ord's cleanup or the 
transfer of land parcels to civilian 

'use, according to Qel Rey 'Oaks 
Mayor Jack Barlich;%chainnan of 
the Fort Ord Reuse .Authority. 

Barlich said transfers that have 
occurred at the post were in areas 
that have .been declared fred of ' 

envirdnmenta~ hazards. ::;1 * * * 

, 9 FORA .project, coordinatorc Joe 
Cavanaugh said, the, suit gem-to 

(address technicaY,'ajeas tfia \dokt 1. involve the geuse auth0riry.u 4 %. - - Curt ~andy,rs~okes&n '&*the ; 
Fort, Ord. Toxics; .Pr~jec,t,sa, , 
E+ ?is br Vi"l~tio& ,t&g.@; ! 
Federat l ? a ~ i I i t i d ~ " m ~ h a i i ' ~  
inL:.which'h w&, $r&ted.Lby ,@& 
greS.9 to fpmulqe rules and regu- 
lations g w e e g  " W t a r y  muni- 
tions as hazardous waste within: six - 

:months of enactment.(: 3 5-3 

"The EPA P, a.  year ' h d  ; h e  - .az,c s 'L-4 , ~ 

5 T* ' '. rfrSeeA EPA PAGE X 

assigned to U.S. District' Judge 
Stacey ~porkinl?.&dl"ithaf~ the 
Tox~cs Project graup,is,awaiting a 

:,response and'Settlngaof a hea2ng 
' date. - ' - ,.. d ,, *qi: 2.. >-,:+ 

"The issue is howW,&t thyey (ihe 
"EPA) can rectify", their,  stake," 

G she said. She added -thar the out- 
.,come7 will be ':of trem~ndous im- 
, portance to Fort Ord or,'antpfice. 
where there were training~exer- -; 
:cises or firing ranges?'* ,,'1;31e s 

EPA sued 

' 

over toxlcs s o  .: 
EPA FROM PAGE 1 C 

months behind," he said. " I 

2 - 
I : 

Gandy said the EPA and the' 
Department of the Army were ex- 
pected to get community comment 
on the problem, but instead held 
closed-door negotiations with each 
other on how to get rid of muni- 
tions. ;' . . . ' 5  . - . . . . I , , :  .:!. 

L :  

Their solution of detohating or 
burning explosive duds in place, 
he said, "is unacceptable," given 
current clean air and water stand- 
ards. . , >&: , ' 
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Ord has only one-third of water needed for deve 
ORD WATER FROM PAGE 1 A. 

ment signed by the Army and the county 
in 1993, when the Army paid $7.4 million 
to be annexed to the county's Water Re- 
sources Agency, which monitors the Sali- 
nas River ground water basin. 

The Army paid the county after several 
years of negotiations, in order to get a 
more secure supply of water from the 
Salinas Valley when a proposed pipeline 
to the coast is completed. 

That pipeline would carry 6,600 acre- 
feet of water a year from Salinas Valley 
we& to Fort Ord so the coastal wells on 
thertformer Army poe,b could be shut down. 
It is all part of a massive plan to alleviate 

the saltwater intrusion that is destroying 
the Salinas Valley aquifers. 

That amount could be reduced, along 
with all present water uses in the Salinas 
Valley, if the state Water Resources Con- 
trol Board takes charge of the water basin 
and adjudicates uses, said Mike Arm- 
strong, manager of the county's Water Re- 
sources Agency. 

"Adjudication is real. It's happening," 
Armstrong told the FORA board. 

"If we lose local control," he siid, "I 
can tell you, your problems with water for 
development of this property will be 10- 
fold what they are today." 

allocation has 
between the Army 

and the county allows 5,200 acre-feet of 
that allocation to be taken from the shal- 
lower aquifers - those that are 180 and 
400 feet underground. The remaining 
1,400 acre-feet must come from the deep 
aquifer, which is 900 feet underground. 

But Fort Ord has no wells that reach 
the deep aquifer. 

The three Army wells that pump water 
now, all in the East Garrison area off 
Reservation Road, tap into the shallower 
aquifers. Their draw would be limited to 
the 5,200 acre-foot amount. 

The existing wells need to be redrilled 
to prevent them from collapsing, as hap- 
pened to a fourth Army well in 1990, Rei- 
mer 4. 
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U.S. funds restored 
for CSUMB campus 

BY THOM AKEMAN 
Herald Staff Writer 

California State University's 
Monterey Bay campus got its sec- 
ond year of renovation money yes- 
terday when a House-Senate con- 
ference committee restored $14 
million that had been cut from the 
federal budget a week earlier. 

Rep. Sam Farr, D-Camel, said 
he had to personally lobby mem- 
bers of the House Appropriations 
Committee in order to get them to 
restore the military-base conver- 
sion money that the Senate cut 
from the Defense Department's 
budget last week. 

"I was able to persuade them of 
the value of this project," Farr 
said yesterday. "A week ago, this 
money had been lost to the reci- 
sions effort on Capitol Hill." 

Farr also credited Defense Sec- 
retary William Perry for showing 
his strong support for CSU- 
Monterey Bay as part of the clo- 
sure and conversion process at 
Fort Ord. 

Coincidentally, CSU-Monterey 
Bay awarded a $12 million con- 

tract Thursday for the first renova- 
tion work, which is to turn 22 mili- 
tary buildings into the nucleus of a 
new college campus by the end of 
August. 

That initial renovation work is 
being financed by a $15 million 
federal grant awarded to CSU in 
last year's federal budget. 

The $14 million restored yester- 
day to the current federal budget 
will finance more of the same 
types of renovations so the new 
campus can grow, said Stephen 
Reed, director of public relations 
for the school. 

"This gives us reason to start 
planning the conversion from 
phase one on into phase two," 
Reed said. 

Reed credited Farr with heroic 
work to get this second phase 
funding. "The defense budget has 
been the incredible shrinking pie, 
but our needs haven't shrunk." 

CSU-Monterey Bay, the 21st 
campus in the state system, is to 
open on Aug. 28 to its first 650 to 
1,000 students. The school is ex- 

See CSUMB PAGE 10A 

U.S. funds 
restored 
for CSUMB 
CSUMB FROM PAGE 1A 

pected to grow gradually into a 
university that will have 20,000 to 
25,000 students in the 21st cen- 
tury. 

The school and a research cen- 
ter established by the University 
of California at Santa Cruz have 
bcen the centerpieces of the plan 
to convert the military base to ci- 
vilian uses. 

When land and buildings were 
given to the university last sum- 
mer, school officials had plans for 
an estimated $150 million renova- 
tion project to convert military 
buildings to classrooms, labora- 
tories, offices and dormitories. 
They outlined a 10-year conver- 
sion program, which they hoped 
the federal government would 
fund with about $15 million a 
year. 

It was uncertain when the sec- 
ond check would actually arrive. 
But with the money now obligated 
in the defense authorization bill, 
F a d s  staff said, CSU can plan on 
it and, if necessary, borrow against 
it. 
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May 3, 1995 

The Honorable Alan J. Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

I was surprised and dismayed to recently read that Fort 
Pickett was among the list of military bases that the 
Secretary of Defense had proposed for closure. I say 
surprised because?, f;ro.il my vdntdyt. p o i l i t ,  tlic t r d i n i n y  viilse 
and improvements in operational readiness a unit commander 
can accrue at Fort Pickett have always exceeded the relative 
low cost of the investment; and dismayed because it means 
that use of this vital training facility, not duplicated 
anywhere else in the mid-Atlantic region, will now be denied 
to future commanders and trainers from the Second Marine 
Division. 

Although I retired from the U.S. Marine Corps four and 
a half years ago, my interest in national security affairs 
has in no way lessened, especially on issues where it 
appears that the future combat readiness of our forces could 
be adversely affected. I do understand and support the need 
to scale back the number of military bases which are of 
little or questionable value. But frankly, Mr. Chairman, I 
cannot agree that Fort Pickett fits either one of those two 
categories. Nor does closing Fort Pickett make good sense 
to anyone else I know who has conducted field training there 
and is aware of its value. Allow me to explain why I feel 
so strongly about this particular U.S.Army Post. 

From October 1987 to September 1989 I was privileged to 
command the Second Plarine Divisiol~, a force of combir.ed a r m  
numbering about 19,000 Marines. Just as it is today, the 
Second Marine Division was then based at Camp Lejuene, North 
Carolina. I should also mention that the Second Marine 
Division forms what we Marines refer to as the Ground Combat 
Element of the I1 Marine Expeditionary Force (MEF). The 
other two elements are the Second Force Service Support 
Group, also based at Camp Lejeune, and the Second Marine Air 
Wing, located just to the north at Cherry Point, North 
Carolina. Collectively, I1 MEF consists of approximately 
35,000 troops. 

As Commanding General, Second Marine Division, my 
primary mission was a straight forward one. Simply stated, 
I was charged to provide forces fully trained and equipped 



for combat under three possible scenarios: 1) To meet 
immediate contingencies to any clime or place with little or 
no advance warning; 2) To meet scheduled overseas 
deployments on a six-month or less rotational basis to 
Okinawa, Japan, Panama Canal Zone, or afloat on U.S. Navy 
amphibious ships in the Persian Gulf, the Mediterranean Sea, 
the West Coast of Africa, and around South America; 3) In 
the event of major hostilities, or a regional war, to 
maintain a high state of readiness to deploy by sea and air 
and wherever we landed, fight as a Division. The rotational 
policy meant that about one-third of the Division was 
forward deployed to a potential trouble spot spanning five 
continents at any given time. The other two-thirds then 
were comprised of Marines in organizations which had either 
just returned from a deployment, or were in organizations 
that were preparing to relieve those then on station. Thus, 
as you can i~na~ine, preparing troops for coinbat operations 
was our most important as well as our most demanding task. 

Achieving a high level of combat readiness is never done 
easily, even under the best of circumstances. Nor once 
achieved, is it an imperishable commodity. Individual and 
collective skills must be constantly honed and tested 
against the ever changing standards of the modern 
battlefield, or they quickly erode. Simulation helps up to 
a point, but there are no shortcuts and simulators can never 
take the place of a well planned field exercise conducted 
under tough realistic conditions. The highest standard of 
readiness, and consequently the one most difficult to 
attain, is the capability to fight day or night in varied 
terrain as an integrated combined arms air-ground team; in 
other words, the capability to mesh ground maneuver forces 
consisting of reconnaissance, infantry, artillery, engineers 
and armour with overhead helicopters and close air support 
fighter/attack aircraft in a fast breaking situation. When 
an outfit can do that repeatedly with the minimum of flaws, 
then most of the professionals I know would probably judge 
it to be ready for combat. 

Now Camp Lejeurle is a superb anlphibious base. It 
boasts a number of very good training facilities such as the 
recently constructed complex for Military Operations in 
Urban Terrain. It also offers good ranges and maneuver 
areas for small units and individual crew-served weapon 
teams to hone and maintain their basic skills. 
Nevertheless, there are limits as to what an organization 
can achieve there. For example, beyond the surf line there 
is no relief to the terrain except for the trees and the 
river which bisects the base. After a few months of being 
stationed there, even the most recently joined Private 
becomes so familiar with the ground that he rarely needs to 
refer to a map to stay oriented. ~nvironmental concerns for 
the Red Cockaded Woodpecker and the potential damage to 
wetlands cause restrictions on many of the maneuver areas 



of war convinces me that so long as warfare remains an art, 
and not a science, this Nation cannot and should not give up 
such a valuable resource as Fort Pickett. That would 
present a risk we need not take. I urge you to reverse the 
Secretary of Defense's proposal for closure. I also wish to 
thank you and members of the commission for hearing me out. 

Respectfully, 

Major General O.K. Steele, USMC (Ret) 
10383 Alta Street 
Grass Valley, Ca. 95945 
(916) 273-3537 



April 20, 1995 

The Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission 

ATTN: Ms. Rebecca Cox 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

Dear Ms. Cox: 

Ifm writing to you on behalf of Fort Pickett. I am a 
Supervisory General Engineer employed at Fort Pickett since 1992. 

DoDfs decision to endorse Department of Armyfs recommendation 
for closure of Fort Pickett is, in my opinion, ill-advised and 
shortsighted. Undoubtedly, you have been made aware of the real 
military value associated with the fort. I will not go into 
that, except to say the Fort Pickettfs mission has been to 
support military training. It is extremely important that you 
appreciate the fact that more Active Component (AC) and National 
Guard forces conduct training exercises at Fort Pickett annually 
than do the Army Reserves. I must emphasize this point because I 
believe that the U.S. Army Reserve Command (USARC) "offered upww 
Fort Pickett simply because they viewed Fort Pickett as 
expendable. 

Please bear in mind that Fort Pickett was realigned under 
USARC only a year or so ago. They really have no deep emotional 
attachments to the installation. Nor have they invested a great 
deal of money or effort in its* acquisition. 

Yet, this all may be a blessing in disguise. Fort Pickett 
would love to be out from under USARC. But, certainly not at the 
expense of closure. Rather, I wish to suggest that Fort Pickett 
be tagged for realianment. 

I am told that there exists a multi-services organization(s) 
which may be perfectly suited to accept Fort Pickett. This 
organization was created by General Colin Powell before he 
retired. I understand it is in the Tidewater area of Virginia. 
Obviously, I donft know a lot about this, but I am convinced that 
conceptually I am correct. 

It is clear that a gag order has been issued to the 
authorities throughout the military and across service lines 
wherein they have been directed to endorse the party line (DoD) 



as good soldiers. Yet, the sad truth is that Fort Pickettfs 
closure would have serious economic impact on the services, i.e., 
Marines, Air Force, Air Force Reserve, Army Reserve, Army 
National Guard, and Navy (Seals) and their ability to secure 
alternative training sites. With Fort Pickettts location 
and capabilities (ranges and maneuver areas), many of these units 
simply can't afford to go elsewhere. 

I am convinced that DoD was not thorough in its' cross- 
service check. Had they looked closely, it would have been 
obvious that the military will suffer a great setback if Fort 
Pickett closes. The generals and admirals would likely say the 
same if they were permitted to speak freely. 

Thus, I wish to encourage you in the strongest possible way 
to use your influence to resist closure, but push hard for some 
kind of realignment. 

Thank you for your indulgence. 

Sincerely, 
a 



Def'ense Base Closure and Realignment C o b s s i o n  
Attn: Commission C- 
1700 N. Moore St. Suite 1425 
,4rhgton, VA 22209 

Gentlemen: 

I am writing this letter in regards to your Co&ttcets proposal to cloire Fort Pickett, Virginia. As 
a Marine Lieutenant, I have deployed on two separate measions to Ft. Pickett with my platmn of 
Marines. 131e tr- value we were able to capture due to these deploynlents was a ciirect result 
of the o u t s h m  traiuiryg facilities at Fort Picken. TZle ranges at Foit PicLett are some of the best 
I have ever Fired on, h m  basic infatty small arms to heavy m c c k z e d  weapons. This is one of 
the few places where military units are able to conduct this t y p  of training on the East Coast and 
do it efficiently. ?'he personnel who operate this base are very professional and are committed to 
aiding units iu achieving tie greatest mouut of traiuityt, vdue during their h e  at Fort PicLett. 

I f e l  it would be a terrible mistake for this base to be closed. I am a I)latcx>u Co-der of an 
Amphibious Assault Vehicle platoon and d q  my two deployments. my platoon was able to 
conduct a wide variety of training. The live fxe lmining hcludecl f- wmpm that raugcxf h m  
the 9mm pistol, M16 rifle and medium machine-guns to throwing hand grenades and h g  the 
M2 .50 d b e r  and Mk 19 40mm heavy machine-guns mounted on our vehicles. The firing ofthe 
vehicle's weapon systems was one of the key factors for my unit to deploy to Fort Pickett. bemuse 
it is oue of the few places where we are able to shwt mil m e u v e r  our vehicles a1 the s u e  h e .  
Some of the other training we conductcd included land navigation, rappelling, md m e c h d z d  
operations. A few of the very unique opportunities we were able to do at Fort Pickett 
were the Leaders Keaction Course which allowed my Marines to exercise their leadership and 
problem solving skills, a d  h e  Military Operatiom oil Urbm Teimiu (MOUT) facility which 
included a live fire exercise. 

I h o w  my Battalion has committed itself to conduct annual deployments to Fort Yickett to train. 
In addition, there are a umber of other battalions from the 2d Marhe Divibioy w s t  uotable 2J 
Tank Bn, who have also committed themselves to conduct training at Fort Pickett. These W c  
units are a small percentage ofthe units who utilize this base. Ifthis base is closed, 2d Marine 
Division as well as other units from all over the Armed Services will Isuse a valuable facility where 
we ('~11 hone our combtit skills. I strongly urge you to reconsider your decision to close Fozt 
Pickett. The value of the training which units conduct on a yearly basis is iurrnense ;md this is thc 
main reason why Fort Pickett should be left off the base closure list. 



FARMVILLE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 
P.O. Box 361 

116 N. Main Street 
Farmville, Virginia 2 390 1 

Tel.: (804) 392-3939 Fax: (804) 392-3160 

RESOLUTION OF APPRECIATION AND SUPPORT FOR FORT PICKETT 

WHEREAS, Fort Pickett was established as a vital training and mobilization facility to 
support the United States Armed Services; and 

WHEREAS,Fort Pickett is comprised of 46,000 acres of land, located in the counties of 
Nottoway, Dinwiddie and Brunswick of the Commonwealth of Virginia; and 

WHEREAS, Fort Pickett has continued operations since World War II to provide valuable 
military training services to various regular and reserve military units and other non-military units; 
and 

WHEREAS, because of its large mass and supportive surrounding civilian community, Fort 
Pickett provides a rare opportunity for a wide range of military training, including that relating to 
heavy artillery, tanks, air operations and urban combat; and 

WHEREAS, Fort Pickett has developed important services over the years to serve both the 
needs of the military and civilian communities, including public water, public sewer and a joint 
militarylcivilian airport; and 

WHEREAS, Fort Pickett has become an important employer of civilian work force and is 
one of the largest single employers in the southside region of Virginia; and 

WHEREAS, Fort Pickett and the surrounding region, including the County of Prince 
Edward and the Town of Farmville, have developed a strong and mutually supportive relationship 
over the past fifty years; now 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, the Board of Directors of the Farmville Area Chamber 
of Commerce, through this resolution, hereby expresses its appreciation and support of Fort Pickett, 
and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board of Directors of the Farmville Area Chamber of 
Commerce hereby urges the United States Department of Defense, the Base Realignment and 
Closure Commission, the United States Congress, and the President, to fully recognize the valuable 
role that Fort Pickett serves in support of overall United States Military readiness 

Adopted this 5th day of April, 1995, Farmville, Virginia. 

,, Y :>d,J SWk*) 
oyc4p. ~~~les toni#s ident  

Farmville Area Chamber of Commerce 



RESOLUTION 

The Town Counc~l of McKenney, Virginia, at d Special Called Couticil M~et ing on March 16th , 1995, at 
8 00 P M In the Town Hall passed the followrng reaolr~tron 

\,Vhereas, the Department of Deferlse has annoclnc~d that Fort Pickett h3s been included on the 
list of military bases targeted for closure, and. 

Whereas the community and its leaders feel the recommendation to close Fort Prckett is 
based on incorrect information, and, 

Whereas, Fcrt Pickett provicies employment to 33 crtirens of Dinw~clclre Col.trity, and the Town of 
McKennev, and $50GO 000 in income, whlch ~f lost would also Impact bus~rit?ss and economic act~vity 
In the area 

NOW THEREFCRE BE iT RESOLVED, that the T o w  Council of the To;tn of PJlcKenney, 
Vlrylnia joins w~ th  the locallties of Blackstone, Nottoway Brunswick, Mecklerrbeig, Creiv, Lunenberg, 
Amelia Dlnwiddie and our legislators In their effort to convince the 1995 Defense Base Closure & 
Realignment Commissior~ to iemove Fort P~ckett from the closure Ilst 

Given under my hand and seal of the Town of McKenney Virginia, tt)is 20th. day of March, 1995. 



The Honorable Alan J .  Dixon 
The Defense  Base C losure  and  Realignment Commission 
1700 North  Moore S t r e e t ,  S u i t e  1425 
A r l i n g t o n ,  VA 22209 

A p r i l  25 ,  1995 

Dear M r .  Dixon: 

I wish  t o  e x p r e s s  my o p i n i o n  d i r e c t l y  t o  you and your  a p p o i n t e d  commiss ioners  on t h e  
p roposed  c l o s u r e  of F o r t  P i c k e t t ,  V i r g i n i a .  

I have d e d i c a t e d  24 y e a r s  o f  my c i v i l i a n  s e r v i c e  c a r e e r  a t  F o r t  P i c k e t t .  F o r t  P i c k e t t ,  
as a  customer s e r v i c e  i n s t a l l a t i o n ,  i s  of tremendous v a l u e  t o  a1.l Department of Defense  
s e r v i c e s .  It i s  t r u e ,  we are b u t  a  s m a l l  group o f  people  i n  t h e  o v e r a l l  scheme of 
o r g a n i z a t i o n a l  s t r u c t u r e s  th roughou t  t h e  Department of Defense .  However, I c h a l l e n g e  
anyone t o  p r o v i d e  t h e  s e r v i c e s  t h a t  t h i s  l i m i t e d  s t a f f  can o f f e r .  

I have h e a r d  r e p e a t e d l y  how e a s y  i t  w i l l  be  t o  c l o s e  F o r t  P i c k e t t  b e c a u s e  t h e r e  a r e  
s o  few c i v i l i a n s  and e n v i r o n m e n t a l  i s s u e s .  How confused  t h i s  " f a s t  moving t r a i n "  o f  
c l o s i n g  b a s e s  h a s  g o t t e n .  S i r ,  t h e  "few" of u s  a r e  a l l  p a r t  o f  t h e  b e s t  t r a i n i n g  
f a c i l i t y  o f  i t s  k i n d  i n  t h i s  a r e a .  W e  have accomplished s o  much w i t h  s o  l i t t l e  f o r  
s o  l o n g  and a r e  now g o i n g  t o  be  p e n a l i z e d  f o r  " e f f i c i e n c y  w i t h  l e s s " .  

I ' m  s u r e  t h e  i n i t i a l  d a t a  submiss ions  concern ing  c a p a b i l i t i e s  have  been c o r r e c t e d  o r  expanded 
t o  r e f l e c t  t h e  t r u e  a s s e t s  and m i l i t a r y  v a l u e  of F o r t  P i c k e t t  - newly r e n o v a t e d  A i r f i e l d ,  
MOUTIMAC f a c i l i t y ,  FORSCOM p e t r o l e u m  t r a i n i n g  module, r a i l h e a d s ,  t a n k  and manuever 
a r e a s ,  m o b i l i z a t i o n  c a p a b i l i t i e s ,  f i r i n g  r a n g e s ,  e t c .  

I have a lways  f e l t  I was p a r t  of a  v e r y  impor tan t  team d i r e c t l y  c o n t r i b u t i n g  t o  
u n i t  r e a d i n e s s .  The s p e c i f i c  s e r v i c e ,  i . e ,  Department of t h e  Army, Navy, A i r  F o r c e ,  
M a r i n e s ,  e t c . ,  neve r  r e a l l y  m a t t e r e d  t o  us .  We have a  job t o  do.  

The t r a n s f e r  from FORSCOFI t o  US Army Reserve  Command has  n o t  been f u l l y  implemented and 
w e  have  been "given up". I f e e l  we were b e t r a y e d  by bo th  MACOMS. We w e r e  j u s t  
b u s i l y  converting m i l i t a r y  p o s i t i o n s  t o  c i v i l i a n s  and g e t t i n g  on w i t h  t h e  work a t  hand.  
How i n s e n s i t i v e  can t h e  p r o c e s s  b e ?  We had p e r s o n n e l  r e p o r t i n g  up u n t i l  j u s t  a  few 
d a y s  b e f o r e  t h e  announcement.  Were we s o l d  ou t  by t h e  Reserve  Command because  we d i d  
n o t  t r a i n  as many " r e s e r v e "  u n i t s  a s  n a t i o n a l  guard  and A c t i v e  Army? What p o s s i b l e  
d i f f e r e n c e  can  i t  make? U n i t  r e a d i n e s s  f o r  t h e  freedom of t h e  c o u n t r y  i s  t h e  key 
t o  m a i n t a i n i n g  our  way o f  l i f e .  

I u n d e r s t a n d  t h e  need t o  downsize i n  t h e s e  t i m e s  o f  budget  r e d u c t i o n s .  However, I am 
concerned  t h a t  r e - d i r e c t e d  t r a i n i n g  t o  o t h e r  b a s e s  such a s  AP H i l l ,  F o r t  Bragg,  e t c . ,  
w i l l  r e q u i r e  t h e  government t o  expend a d d i t i o n a l  fund ing  t o  d u p l i c a t e  f a c i l i t i e s  
t h a t  a l r e a d y  e x i s t .  S u r e l y ,  t h a t  w i l l  n o t  happen.  

I make my home j u s t  o u t s i d e  t h e  b o u n d a r i e s  of  F o r t  P i c k e t t .  I r e c o g n i z e  and welcome 
t h e  many sounds  of f reedom.  My n e i g h b o r s  a l s o  a c c e p t  t h e  u n r e s t r i c t e d  f i r i n g ,  t h e  
rumble  of  t a n k s  on t h e  move, convoys,  f i r i n g ,  a i r c r a f t  t r a f f i c ,  e t c . ,  w i t h  no 
c o m p l a i n t s .  No l o c a l  o p p o s i t i o n  from t h e  s u r r o u n d i n g  communit ies f rom a l l  t h e  
a c t i v i t y  a t  a n  i n s t a l l a t i o n  i s  "RARE". 



S i r ,  I a p p e a l  t o  you and your s t a f f  t o  re- look t h e  m i l i t a r y  v a l u e ,  j o i n t  use  
by a l l  s e r v i c e s ,  and low c o s t  of conduc t ing  t r a i n i n g  a t  F o r t  P i c k e t t .  P l e a s e  d o n ' t  
l o s e  t h i s  v a l u a b l e  t r a i n i n g  i n s t a l l a t i o n  from t h e  Army i n v e n t o r y .  

Thanking you i n  advance f o r  your t ime  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 ,  

4404  D a r v i l l s  Road 
Blacks tone ,  V i r g i n i a  23824 
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FAX No. (804) 6458667 
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Ronald E. Roark 
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A. Q. Ellington, III 

COUNTY PLANNER 
John N. Prosise 

April 6, 1995 

Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission 

1700  N. Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Sir: 

I have attached a copy of a resolution adopted by the Town 
Council of the Town of Kenbridge requesting that Fort Pickett be 
kept open as a military facility for the Armed Forces of the United 
States. 

Please include this correspondence with that sent on April 5th. 

Sincerely, 

- 

Ronald E. Roark 

cc: Barry Paul Steinberg 

Attachment: 



RESOLUTION 

WHEREAS, Fort Pickett, located in the counties of Nottoway, 

Lunenburg, Brunswick, and Dinwiddie, in the Commonwealth of Virginia, was 

established as a vital training and mobilization facility for the combined United 

States Armed Forces; and, 

WHEREAS, Fort Pickett currently provides training for various regular 

military units, resenres and other nonmilitary personnel; and, 

WHEREAS, Fort Pickett provides training opportunities for a wide range 

of training including, but not limited to heavy artillery, tanks, air operations, 

uhan combat and an airport with a 5,300 feet runway capable of handling the 

C130 and C17 aircraft; and, 

WHEREAS, Fort Pickett provides training and mobilization services vital 

to the defense of our county in each of the major conflicts since World War II; 

and, 

WHEREAS, Fort Pickett provides training and mobilization capabilities 

for the United States Armed Forces unequaled on the East Coast of the 

United States. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Town Council of the 

Town of Kenbridge, Lunenburg County, Virginia, hereby requests that the 

United States Department of Defense, the Base Realignment and Closure 



Commission, the United States Congress, and the President of the United 

States to fully recognize the important and valuable role that Fort Pickett 

serves in support of overall military readiness and that full consideration be 

given to keep Fort Pickett open as a vital military facility for the Armed Forces 

of the United States. 

RESOLVED this 21st day of March, 1995. 

Richard W, Hams 

Mayor 

Town of Kenbridge, Virginia 

Attest: 

Jesse C. Carter c - 
Clerk 

Town of Kenbridge, Virginia 



7 March 1995 

The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington VA 22209 

Dear BRAC Commissioner, 

I am writing to voice my concern on the announcement on 28 February 1995. The 
Department of the Army and Department of Defense have recommended Fort Pickett Virginia 
for closure trying to reduce defense spending. If this actually happens, I feel it would be very 
detrimental to the defense mission of this country. 

Where else on the east coast can you find a multi-service training facility that can provide 
ranges and other training facilities to prepare active duty, reserve, and national guard troops for 
their missions. Fort Pickett can do this with a relatively small annual operating budget of 
approximately $16 million. 

The following Fort Pickett assets should be taken into consideration before a final 
decision is made: 

(1) Consisting of approximately 45,000 acres in an area where land values are low in 
comparison to other areas in the east. This area does not have heavy air traffic. Artillery and 
mortar fire can be conducted without danger to aircraft. The surrounding area is thinly populated 
to that the noise from artillery and tank fire does not bring complaints from the surrounding 
communities. 

(2) An airfield which can accommodate C-130 aircraft. It has a modern 5300 foot 
runway making Fort Pickett accessible to many units. 

(3) 15 direct-fire ranges capable of firing all small arms up to and including .50 
caliber machine gun. 

(4) Four tank ranges that support firing of main tank cannon for tank tables VI 
through VIII (including both stationary and moving targets). 

( 5 )  An approximate 4,000-acre impact area where all types of grenade and anti-tank 
rockets can be used enabling the Air Force and Navy to conduct strafing and bombing exercises 
using F-16s, F-14s, F-18s, A-lOs, and A-6s. It can also accommodate Apache and Cobra attack 
helicopters which can fire rockets and 20130mrn cannons into the impact area. 
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( 6 )  A mock combat city for training personnel to operate in urban environments in war 
time and in operations other than those associated with war. This village has 16 buildings strong 
enough for troops to repel onto them from helicopters. It also has an adjacent facility where live 
fire can be used by troops in a village scenario 

(7 )  Many lakes and streams where engineers can build bridges and other structures 

(8) Large open area (airfield and drop zones) for use by airborne units 

(9) Provides training capabilities for the Federal Bureau of Investigation, police 
organizations, and special operations, such as the Navy Seals. 

(10) A central tank wash facility for cleansing both wheeled and track vehicles 

(1 1) Is a Mobilization and Training Equipment Site and a Training Equipment 
Concentration Site that can store, maintain, and repair equipment so that it does not have to be 
transported by units coming to train. 

(12) Accessible to at least 100,000 Army Reserve and National Guard troops. 

(13) An Ammunition Supply Point capable of handling 2700 tons of ammo and 
provides as many as 22,245 rounds of artillery, tank and mortar ammo during a single year of 
training. 

(14) A quarry sites where stone is mined for maintaining as many as 240 miles of tank 
trails. 

(1 5) An on-site water treatment and sewage treatment plant which prevents delays 
associated with the permitting process. 

(16) One of the largest mobilization sites on the east coast. Fort Pickett did an 
outstanding job with mobilization during Desert Storm, without an increase in staff. 

(17) Provides heatedlair conditioned barracks for at least 12,000 personnel. The post 
also has chapels, a medical clinic, a modern theater, Post exchanges, a bowling alley, an 
Olympic-size swimming pool, a gymnasium, ball fields, tennis courts and other recreational 
activities for off-duty personnel. 

Where do you see so much savings with the closure of Fort Pickett when training units 
will have to spend more time and money traveling to training sites that do not have the capabilities 
of Fort Pickett. If the Department of the Army and the Department of Defense would make 
sure all their information is correct and take a closer look at all the facts, they would see that 
these other installations cannot provide the facilities that are available at Fort Pickett. If cuts are 
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necessary, why close an installation that has so much to offer with such a small price tag 

Also, I would like to comment on the reduction of Kenner Army Community Hospital 
to a clinic. Do they realize that there are thousands and thousands of personnel who utilize the 
medical services provided by that facility? Do they realize the distance people will have to travel 
to secure services at Portsmouth Naval Hospital or Walter Reed Army Medical Center, both of 
which are already overly burdened? Where do you see the benefit? 

I sincerely feel that the Department of the Army and the Department of Defense need to 
take another look at their recommendations for Fort Pickett and Kenner Army Community 
Hospital. 

Thank you for your time and consideration to the issue I have presented 

Sincerely, 





P 

r/>fill 
Empsy M. W. Munden 

2203 Bayberry St. "4 " 9 :  
Virginia Beach, VA 23451 

/ d , g i n ~ d / d  a XON ' i-ator 

+- ~ ~ l m m a s m  td h~ Fat- 



7 March 1995 

The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1 700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington VA 22209 

Dear BRAC Commissioner, 

I am writing to voice my concern on the announcement on 28 February 1995. The 
Department of the Army and Department of Defense have recommended Fort Pickett Virginia 
for closure trying to reduce defense spending. If this actually happens, I feel it would be very 
detrimental to the defense mission of this country. 

Where else on the east coast can you find a multi-service training facility that can provide 
ranges and other training facilities to prepare active duty, reserve, and national guard troops for 
their missions. Fort Pickett can do this with a relatively small annual operating budget of 
approximately $16 million. 

The following Fort Pickett assets should be taken into consideration before a final 
decision is made: 

(1) Consisting of approximately 45,000 acres in an area where land values are low in 
comparison to other areas in the east. This area does not have heavy air traffic. Artille~y and 
mortar fire can be conducted without danger to aircraft. The surrounding area is thinly populated 
to that the noise from artillery and tank fire does not bring complaints from the surrounding 
communities. 

(2) An airfield which can accommodate C-130 aircraft. It has a modern 5300 foot 
runway making Fort Pickett accessible to many units. 

(3) 15 direct-fire ranges capable of firing all small arms up to and including .50 
caliber machine gun. 

(4) Four tank ranges that support firing of main tank cannon for tank tables VI 
through VIII (including both stationary and moving targets). 

( 5 )  An approximate 4,000-acre impact area where all types of grenade and anti-tank 
rockets can be used enabling the Air Force and Navy to conduct strafing and bombing exercises 
using F-16s, F-14s, F-18s, A-lOs, and A-6s. It can also accommodate Apache and Cobra attack 
helicopters which can fire rockets and 20130mm cannons into the impact area. 



BRAC Commission I'agc 3 

necessary, why close an installation that has so much to offer with such a small price taz 

Also, I would like to comment on the reduction of Kenner Army Commr~nity Hospital 
to a clinic Do they realize that there are thousands and thousands of personnel who utilize the 
medical services provided by that facility? Do they realize the distance people will have to travel 
to secure services at Portsmouth Naval Hospital or Walter Reed Army Medical Center, both of 
which are already overly burdened? Where do you see the benefit? 

I sincerely feel that the Department of the Army and the Department of Defense need to 
take another look at their recommendations for Fort Pickett and Kenner Army Community 
Hospital 

Thank you for your time and consideration to the issue I have presented. 

Sincerely, 



KENBRIDGE CHAMBER OF COmRCE 
P 0 BOX 733 

KENBRIDGE, VA 23344  f i  
J7k - 1 

\ '  
\ 

/3, \'- \ 

April 10, 1995 

The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 

We are very concerned about the recent announcement of the closing of Fort 
Pickett. We strongly object to the closing of this facility. Our county of 
Lunenburg, which adjoins Fort Pickett, is now showing almost 10% unemployment rate 
for the last reporting period. We are a rural town surrounded by a rural county that 
has a number of persons employed by the United States Government at Fort Pickett. 
Please consider the serious employment consequences we will face if this base is 
closed. This installation also offers recreation and educational opportunities for 
all the surrounding communities. 

Fort Pickett has always scored high marks for its training facilities and 
ability to interact in positive ways with the surrounding communities. We think 
these services and jobs generated at Fort Pickett deserve a reconsideration of the 
closing directive. 

We recommend a vote to keep this facility Open for the benefit of the government 
and local community of which we serve. 

Sincerely, 

CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 
Kenbridge, Virginia 

Lanna J. Thompson 
Secretary 



7 March 1995 

The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington VA 22209 

Dear BRAC Commissioner, 

I am writing to voice my concern on the announcement on 28 February 1995 The 
Department of the Army and Department of Defense have recommended Fort Pickett Virginia 
for closure trying to reduce defense spending. If this actually happens, I feel it would be very 
detrimental to the defense mission of this country. 

Where else on the east coast can you find a multi-senice training facility that can provide 
ranges and other training facilities to prepare active duty, reserve, and national guard troops for 
their missions. Fort Pickett can do this with a relatively small annual operating budget of 
approximately $16 million. 

The following Fort Pickett assets should be taken into consideration before a final 
decision is made: 

(1) Consisting of approximately 45,000 acres in an area where land values are low in 
comparison to other areas in the east. This area does not have heavy air traffic. Artillery and 
mortar fire can be conducted without danger to aircraft. The surrounding area is thinly populated 
to that the noise from artillery and tank fire does not bring complaints from the surrounding 
communities. 

(2) An airfield which can accommodate C-130 aircraft. It has a modern 5300 foot 
runway making Fort Pickett accessible to many units. 

(3) 15 direct-fire ranges capable of firing all small arms up to and including 5 0  
caliber machine gun. 

(4) Four tank ranges that support firing of main tank cannon for tank tables M 
through VIII (including both stationary and moving targets). 

( 5 )  An approximate 4,000-acre impact area where all types of grenade and anti 
rockets can be used enabling the Air Force and Navy to conduct strafing and bombing exer 
using F-16s, F-14s, F-18s, A-lOs, and A-6s. It can also accommodate Apache and Cobr 
helicopters which can f i e  rockets and 20130mm cannons into the impact area. 
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(6) A mock combat city for training personnel to operate in urban environments in war 
time and in operations other than those associated with war. This village has 16 buildings strong 
enough for troops to repel onto them from helicopters. It also has an adjacent facility where live 
fire can be used by troops in a village scenario. 

(7) Many lakes and streams where engineers can build bridges and other structures. 

(8) Large open area (airfield and drop zones) for use by airborne units. 

(9) Provides training capabilities for the Federal Bureau of Investigation, police 
organizations, and special operations, such as the Navy Seals. 

(10) A central tank wash facility for cleansing both wheeled and track vehicles. 

(1 1) Is a Mobilization and Training Equipment Site and a Training Equipment 
Concentration Site that can store, maintain, and repair equipment so that it does not have to be 
transported by units coming to train. 

(12) Accessible to at least 100,000 Army Reserve and National Guard troops 

(13) An Ammunition Supply Point capable of handling 2700 tons of ammo and 
provides as many as 22,245 rounds of artillery, tank and mortar ammo during a single year of 
training. 

(14) A quarry sites where stone is mined for maintaining as many as 240 miles of tank 
trails. 

(1 5) An on-site water treatment and sewage treatment plant which prevents delays 
associated with the permitting process. 

(16) One of the largest mobilization sites on the east coast. Fort Pickett did an 
outstanding job with mobilization during Desert Storm, without an increase in staff. 

(17) Provides heatedfair conditioned barracks for at least 12,000 personnel. The post 
also has chapels, a medical clinic, a modern theater, Post exchanges, a bowling alley, an 
Olympic-size swimming pool, a gymnasium, ball fields, tennis courts and other recreational 
activities for off-duty personnel. 

Where do you see so much savings with the closure of Fort Pickett when training units 
will have to spend more time and money traveling to training sites that do not have the capabilities 
of Fort Pickett. If the Department of the Army and the Department of Defense would make 
sure all their information is correct and take a closer look at all the facts, they would see that 
these other installations cannot provide the facilities that are available at Fort Pickett. If cuts are 
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necessary, why close an installation that has so much to offer with such a small price tag 

Also, I would like to comment on the reduction of Kenner Army Community Hospital 
to a clinic. Do they realize that there are thousands and thousands of personnel who utilize the 
medical services provided by that facility? Do they realize the distance people will have to travel 
to secure services at Portsmouth Naval Hospital or Walter Reed Army Medical Center, both of 
which are already overly burdened? Where do you see the benefit? 

I sincerely feel that the Department of the Army and the Department of Defense need to 
take another look at their recommendations for Fort Pickett and Kenner Army Community 
Hospital. 

Thank you for your time and consideration to the issue I have presented. 

Sincerely, 



7 March 1995 

The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington VA 22209 

Dear BRAC Commissioner, 

I am writing to voice my concern on the announcement on 28 February 1995. The 
Department of the Army and Department of Defense have recommended Fort Pickett Virginia 
for closure trying to reduce defense spending. If ths actually happens, I feel it would be very 
detrimental to the defense mission of this country. 

Where else on the east coast can you find a multi-service training facility that can provide 
ranges and other training facilities to prepare active duty, reserve, and national guard troops for 
their missions. Fort Pickett can do this with a relatively small annual ope;ating budget of 
approximately $16 million. 

The following Fort Pickett assets should be taken into consideration before a final 
decision is made: 

(1) Consisting of approximately 45,000 acres in an area where land values are low in 
comparison to other areas in the east. This area does not have heavy air traf3?c. Artillery and 
mortar fire can be conducted without danger to aircraft. The surrounding area is thinly populated 
to that the noise from artillery and tank fire does not bring complaints from the surrounding 
communities. 

(2 )  An airfield which can accommodate C-130 aircraft. It has a modem 5300 foot 
runway making Fort Pickett accessible to many units. 

(3) 15 direct-fire ranges capable of firing all small arms up to and including .50 
caliber machine gun. 

(4) Four tank ranges that support firing of main tank cannon for tank tables VI 
through VIII (including both stationary and moving targets). 

( 5 )  An approximate 4,000-acre impact area where all types of grenade and anti-tank 
rockets can be used enabling the Air Force and Navy to conduct strafing and bombing exercises 
using F-16s, F-14s, F-18s, A-lOs, and A-6s. It can also accommodate Apache and Cobra attack 
helicopters which can fire rockets and 20130mm cannons into the impact area. 
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( 6 )  A mock combat city for training personnel to operate in urban environments in war 
time and in operations other than those associated with war. This village has 16 buildings strong 
enough for troops to repel onto them From helicopters. It also has an adjacent facility where live 
fire can be used by troops in a village scenario. 

(7) Many lakes and streams where engineers can build bridges and other structures. 

(8) Large open area (airfield and drop zones) for use by airborne units 

(9) Provides training capabilities for the Federal Bureau of Investigation, police 
organizations, and special operations, such as the Navy Seals. 

(10) A central tank wash facility for cleansing both wheeled and track vehicles 

(1 1) Is a Mobilization and Training Equipment Site and a Training Equipment 
Concentration Site that can store, maintain, and repair equipment so that it does not have to be 
transported by units coming to train. 

(12) Accessible to at least 100,000 Army Reserve and National Guard troops. 

(13) An Ammunition Supply Point capable of handling 2700 tons of ammo and 
provides as many as 22,245 rounds of artillery, tank and mortar ammo during a single year of 
training. 

(14) A quarry sites where stone is mined for maintaining as many as 240 miles of tank 
trails. 

(15) An on-site water treatment and sewage treatment plant which prevents delays 
associated with the permitting process. 

(16) One of the largest mobilization sites on the east coast. Fort Pickett did an 
outstanding job with mobhzation during Desert Storm, without an increase in staff. 

(17) Provides heatedlair conditioned barracks for at least 12,000 personnel. The post 
also has chapels, a medical clinic, a modern theater, Post exchanges, a bowling alley, an 
Olympic-size swimming pool, a gymnasium, ball fields, tennis courts and other recreational 
activities for off-duty personnel. 

Where do you see so much savings with the closure of Fort Pickett when training units 
will have to spend more time and money traveling to training sites that do not have the capabilities 
of Fort Pickett. If the Department of the Army and the Department of Defense would make 
sure all their information is correct and take a closer look at all the facts, they would see that 
these other installations cannot provide the facilities that are available at Fort Pickett. If cuts are 
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necessary, why close an installation that has so much to offer with such a small price tag 

Also, I would like to comment on the reduction of Kenner Army Community Hospital 
to a clinic. Do they realize that there are thousands and thousands of personnel who utilize the 
medical services provided by that facility? Do they realize the distance people will have to travel 
to secure services at Portsmouth Naval Hospital or Walter Reed Army Medical Center, both of 
which are already overly burdened? Where do you see the benefit? 

I sincerely feel that the Department of the Army and the Department of Defense need to 
take another look at their recommendations for Fort Pickett and Kenner Army Community 
Hospital. 

Thank you for your time and consideration to the issue I have presented 

Sincerely, 



7 March 1995 

The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington VA 22209 

Dear BRAC Commissioner, 

I am writing to voice my concern on the announcement on 28 February 1995. The 
Department of the Army and Department of Defense have recommended Fort Pickett Virginia 
for closure trying to reduce defense spending. If this actually happens, I feel it would be very 
detrimental to the defense mission of this country. 

Where else on the east coast can you find a multi-service training facility that can provide 
ranges and other training facilities to prepare active duty, reserve, and national guard troops for 
their missions. Fort Pickett can do this with a relatively small annual operating budget of 
approximately $16 million. 

The following Fort Pickett assets should be taken into consideration before a final 
decision is made: 

(1) Consisting of approximately 45,000 acres in an area where land values are low in 
comparison to other areas in the east. This area does not have heavy air traffic. Artillery and 
mortar fire can be conducted without danger to aircraft. The surrounding area is thinly populated 
to that the noise from artillery and tank fire does not bring complaints from the surrounding 
communities. 

(2) An airfield which can accommodate C-130 aircraft. It has a modern 5300 foot 
runway making Fort Pickett accessible to many units. 

(3) 15 direct-fire ranges capable of firing all small arms up to and including .50 
caliber machine gun. 

(4) Four tank ranges that support firing of main tank cannon for tank tables VI 
through VIII (including both stationary and moving targets). 

( 5 )  An approximate 4,000-acre impact area where all types of grenade and anti-tank 
rockets can be used enabling the Air Force and Navy to conduct strafing and bombing exercises 
using F-16s, F-14s, F-18s, A-lOs, and A-6s. It can also accommodate Apache and Cobra attack 
helicopters which can fire rockets and 20130mm cannons into the impact area. 
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necessary, why close an installation that has so much to offer with such a small price tag. 

Also, I would like to comment on the reduction of Kenner Army Community Hospital 
to a clinic. Do they realize that there are thousands and thousands of personnel who utilize the 
medical services provided by that facility? Do they realize the distance people will have to travel 
to secure services at Portsmouth Naval Hospital or Walter Reed Army Medical Center, both of 
which are already overly burdened? Where do you see the benefit? 

I sincerely feel that the Department of the Army and the Department of Defense need to 
take another look at their recommendations for Fort Pickett and Kenner Army Community 
Hospital. 

Thank you for your time and consideration to the issue I have presented. 

Sincerely, 



The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington VA 22209 

Dear BRAC Commissioner, 

I am writing to voice my concern on the announcement on 28 February 1995. The 
Department of the Army and Department of Defense have recommended Fort Pickett Virginia 
for closure trying to reduce defense spending. If this actually happens, I feel it would be very 
detrimental to the defense mission of this country. 

Where else on the east coast can you find a multi-service training facility that can provide 
- ranges and other training facilities to prepare active duty, reserve, and national guard troops for 

their missions. Fort Pickett can do this with a relatively small annual operating budget of 
approximately $1 6 million. 

The following Port Pickett assets should be taken into consideration before a final 
decision is made: 

(1) Consisting of approximately 45,000 acres in an area where land values are low in 
comparison to other areas in the east. This area does not have heavy air traffic. Artillery and 
mortar fire can be conducted without danger to aircraft. The surrounding area is thinly populated 
to that the noise from artillery and tank fire does not bring complaints from the surrounding 
communities. 

(2) An airfield which can accommodate C-130 aircraft. It has a modem 5300 foot 
runway making Fort Pickett accessible to many units. 

(3) 15 direct-fire ranges capable of firing all small arms up to and including .50 
caliber machine gun. 

(4) Four tank ranges that support firing of main tank cannon for tank tables VI 
through VIII (including both stationary and moving targets). 

( 5 )  An approximate 4,000-acre impact area where all types of grenade and anti-tank 
rockets can be used enabling the Air Force and Navy to conduct strafing and bombing exercises 
using F-16s, F-14s, F-18s, A-lOs, and A-6s. It can also accommodate Apache and Cobra attack 
helicopters which can fire rockets and 20130mm cannons into the impact area. 



BRAC Commission Page 2 

( 6 )  A mock combat city for training personnel to operate in urban environments in war 
time and in operations other than those associated with war. This village has 16 buildings strong 
enough for troops to repel onto them fiom helicopters. It also has an adjacent facility where live 
fire can be used by troops in a village scenario. 

(7) Many lakes and streams where engineers can build bridges and other structures. 

(8) Large open area (airfield and drop zones) for use by airborne units. 

(9) Provides training capabilities for the Federal Bureau of Investigation, police 
organizations, and special operations, such as the Navy Seals. 

(10) A central tank wash facility for cleansing both wheeled and track vehicles. 

(1 1) Is a Mobilization and Training Equipment Site and a Training Equipment 
Concentration Site that can store, maintain, and repair equipment so that it does not have to be 
transported by units coming to train. 

(12) Accessible to at least 100,000 Army Reserve and National Guard troops. 

(13) An Ammunition Supply Point capable of handling 2700 tons of ammo and 
provides as many as 22,245 rounds of artillery, tank and mortar ammo during a single year of 
training. 

(14) A quarry sites where stone is mined for maintaining as many as 240 miles of tank 
trails. 

(1 5 )  An on-site water treatment and sewage treatment plant which prevents delays 
associated with the permitting process. 

(16) One of the largest mobilization sites on the east coast. Fort Pickett did an 
outstanding job with mobilization during Desert Storm, without an increase in staff. 

(17) Provides heatedlair conditioned barracks for at least 12,000 personnel. The post 
also has chapels, a medical clinic, a modern theater, Post exchanges, a bowling alley, an 
Olympic-size swimming pool, a gymnasium, ball fields, tennis courts and other recreational 
activities for off-duty personnel. 

Where do you see so much savings with the closure of Fort Pickett when training units 
will have to spend more time and money traveling to training sites that do not have the capabilities 
of Fort Pickett. If the Department of the Army and the Department of Defense would make 
sure all their information is correct and take a closer look at all the facts, they would see that 
these other installations cannot provide the facilities that are available at Fort Pickett. If cuts are 
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necessary, why close an installation that has so much to offer with such a small price tag. 

Also, I would like to comment on the reduction of Kenner Army Community Hospital 
to a clinic. Do they realize that there are thousands and thousands of personnel who utilize the 
medical services provided by that facility? Do they realize the distance people will have to travel 
to secure services at Portsmouth Naval Hospital or Walter Reed Army Medical Center, both of 
which are already overly burdened? Where do you see the benefit? 

I sincerely feel that the Department of the Army and the Department of Defense need to 
take another look at their recommendations for Fort Pickett and Kenner Army Community 
Hospital. 

Thank you for your time and consideration to the issue I have presented. 

Sincerely, 

& & d ! \ o  



Defme Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
Attn: Commission C- 
1700 N. Moore St. Suite 1425 
.4rbgton, VA 22209 

Gentlemen: 

I am writing this letter in regards to your Committee's proposal to closc Fcxt Pickett, Virginia. As 
a Marine Lieutenant, I have deployed on two separate occasions to Ft. Pickett wth my platoon of 
Marines. The trauvng value we wen? able to capture due to these dep1oyments was a k t  result 
of the outstauding training facilities at Fort Pickett. The r q e s  at Fort Picketl art: sorut: of the best 
I have ever fired on, h m  basic infantry small arms to heavy mechanii!Rd \veapons. This is one of 
the few places where military units are able to conduct this type oftra.umg on the East Coast and 
do it efficiently. The personnel who operate this base are very professrod and are committed to 
&ding units h achieving tlie greatest mouut of t r i  value d u h g  heir h e  at Fort Pickett. 

I f e l  it would be a terrible mistake for ibis base to be closed. I am a fllatoon Co-der of m 
Amphibious Assault Vehicle platoon and during my two deployments. my platoon was abie to 
conduct a wide variety of training. The live fire kainhg included f i g  w~y0x.u tlral ranged Erom 
the 9mm pistol, Ml6 rifle and medium machiuc-guns to throwing hand grenades and firing the 
M.2 .ZO caliber and Mk I? 40- heavy machine-guns mounted on our vehicles The firing oftbe 
vehicle's weapon systems was one of the key factors for my unit to deploy to k'or Yickett, because 
it is one of the few phws where we tt~z able tu shwi md meuver  our vefticles at tfie same t h e .  
Some of the other baiting we conducted included land navigation, rappelling, and m c c W  
operations. A few of the very unique training opportunities we were able to do at Fort Pickett 
were the Leaders Reaction Course which allowed my Marines to exercise their leadership and 
problem solving skills, a d  the Militmy Operations ou Urban T e d  f.MOUT) facility which 
included a live fire exercise. 

I know my Battalion has committed itself to conduct annual deplopents to Fort Pickett to train. 
Ia addition, here m a umber of other battalions from the 26 Marhe Division, most uotable 2d 
Tank Bn, who have also committed themselves to conduct training at Fort Pickett. These Marine 
units are a small percentage ofthe units who utilize this base. Ifthis base is closed, 2d W e  
Division as well as other units from all over the Armed Services will lose a valuable fachty where 
we can hone our combat skills. I strongly urge you to recomider your decision tu close Fort 
Pickett. The value ofthe training which units conduct on a yearly basis is immense and this is the 
main reason why Fort Pickett should be left off the base closure list. 

Joseph C. Murray 



717 Old Town Drive 
Colonial Heights, VA 23834-1738 
March 27, 1995 

To Whom It May Concern: 

I am writing to express my concerns over the proposed closing 
of Fort Pickett. I intended to write sooner but I guess I was in 
shock when I first heard the news. I'm usually not one to "buck 
the system" but I feel that I had to write on this topic. 

First off let me say that I am a reservist who was caught in 
the draw down of the reserves. The unit that I was affiliated with 
was disestablished. I had served in the same unit for 14 years and 
wasn't thrilled to see it go. But I also had to be realistic and 
I could accept the Navy's decision. My shipmates and I were not 
happy but we understood. 

The Fort Pickett decision is one that I do not understand. 
Just in comparing Fort A .  P. Hill with Fort Pickett there is alot 
of difference. I've talked with different personnel who train at 
both places and they say that you can't train with full charges at 
A. P. Hill. Plus they can't train on Sundays with the big guns. 
This doesn't include the problem of air space. Pickett does not 
compete for air space with any of the big airports such as the ones 
that surround A. P. Hill. 

It is also rumored that Fort Bragg will buy land to set up 
tank training ranges, etc. One of the reasons they train at 
Pickett is due to the endangered birds on the land at Bragg. 
Purchasing new land in the area will still have the birds! 

Fort Dix is said to have modern buildings compared to the ones 
at Pickett. This may be true but with all of the cutbacks on 
defense do we want troops to train in comfort or do we want troops 
to train to win. Also its been said that they will budget to 
upgrade their ranges. Why spend defense dollars when we already 
have facilities now? 

I know that I do not know all of the details surrounding the 
Defense Departments decision. I really am trying to understand but 
it doesn't make sense to me. The bottom line is readiness for our 
troops and I sincerely believe that Fort Pickett can offer all of 
the branches of the armed services the training they desire and 
need to be combat ready. 

Sir, please help us to keep Fort Pickett open. It is a 
valuable asset to our defense training. ?'hank you for your 
assistance and concern. 

e ~ @ e ~ d '  
M. T. Connelly 



7 March 1995 

The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington VA 22209 

Dear BRAC Commissioner, 

I am writing to voice my concern on the a;mouncement on 28 February 1995. The 
Department of the Army and Department of Defense have recommended Fort Pickett Virginia 
for closure trying to reduce defense spending. If this actually happens, I feel it would be very 
detrimental to the defense mission of this country. 

Where else on the east coast can you find a multi-service training facility that can provide 
ranges and other training facilities to prepare active duty, reserve, and national guard troops for 
their missions. Fort Pickett can do this with a relatively small annual operating budget of 
approximately $16 million. 

The following Fort Pickett assets should be taken into consideration before a final 
decision is made: 

(1) Consisting of approximately 45,000 acres in an area where land values are low in 
comparison to other areas in the east. This area does not have heavy air traffic. Artillery and 
mortar fire can be conducted without danger to aircraft. The surrounding area is thinly populated 
to that the noise fiom artillery and tank fire does not bring complaints fiom the surrounding 
communities. 

(2) An airfreid which can accommodate C-130 aircraft. It has a modem 5300 foot 
runway making Fort Pickett accessible to many units. 

(3) 15 direct-fire ranges capable of firing all small arms up to and including .50 
caliber machine gun. 

(4) Four tank ranges that support firing of main tank cannon for tank tables VI 
through VIII (including both stationary and moving targets). 

(5) An approximate 4,000-acre impact area where all types of grenade and anti-tank 
rockets can be used enabling the Air Force and Navy to conduct strafing and bombing exercises 
using F-16s, F-14s, F-18s, A-lOs, and A-6s. It can also accommodate Apache and Cobra attack 
helicopters which can fire rockets and 20130mrn cannons into the impact area. 
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( 6 )  A mock combat city for training personnel to operate in urban environments in war 
time and in operations other than those associated with war. This village has 16 buildings strong 
enough for troops to repel onto them from helicopters. It also has an adjacent facility where live 
fire can be used by troops in a village scenario. 

(7) Many lakes and streams where engineers can build bridges and other structures. 

(8) Large open area (airfield and drop zones) for use by airborne units 

(9) Provides training capabilities for the Federal Bureau of Investigation, police 
organizations, and special operations, such as the Navy Seals. 

(10) A central tank wash facility for cleansing both wheeled and track vehicles. 

(1 1) Is a Mobilization and Training Equipment Site and a Training Equipment 
Concentration Site that can store, maintain, and repair equipment so that it does not have to be 
transported by units coming to train. 

(12) Accessible to at least 100,000 Army Reserve and National Guard troops. 

(1 3) An Ammunition Supply Point capable of handling 2700 tons of ammo and 
provides as many as 22,245 rounds of artillery, tank and mortar ammo during a single year of 
training. 

(14) A quarry sites where stone is mined for maintaining as many as 240 miles of tank 
trails. 

(1 5) An on-site water treatment and sewage treatment plant which prevents delays 
associated with the permitting process. 

(16) One of the largest mobilization sites on the east coast. Fort Pickett did an 
outstanding job with mobilization during Desert Storm, without an increase in staff. 

(1 7) Provides heated/air conditioned barracks for at least 12,000 personnel. The post 
also has chapels, a medical clinic, a modern theater, Post exchanges, a bowling alley, an 
Olympic-size swimming pool, a gymnasium, ball fields, tennis courts and other recreational 
activities for off-duty personnel. 

Where do you see so much savings with the closure of Fort Pickett when training units 
will have to spend more time and money traveling to training sites that do not have the capabilities 
of Fort Pickett. If the Department of the Army and the Department of Defense would make 
sure all their information is correct and take a closer look at all the facts, they would see that 
these other installations cannot provide the facilities that are available at Fort Pickett. If cuts are 
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necessary, why close an installation that has so much to offer with such a small price tag 

Also, I would like to comment on the reduction of Kenner Army Community Hospital 
to a clinic. Do they realize that there are thousands and thousands of personnel who utilize the 
medical services provided by that facility? Do they realize the distance people will have to travel 
to secure services at Portsmouth Naval Hospital or Walter Reed Army Medical Center, both of 
which are already overly burdened? Where do you see the benefit? 

I sincerely feel that the Department of the Army and the Department of Defense need to 
take another look at their recommendations for Fort Pickett and Kenner Army Community 
Hospital. 

Thank you for your time and consideration to the issue I have presented 

Sincerely, 
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RESOLUTION OF APPRECIATION AND SUPPORT 
FORT PICKE'IT 

WHEREAS, Fort Pickett was established as a vital training and mobilization facility to support the United States 
Armed Services; and 

WHEREAS, Fort Pickett is comprised of 46,000 acres of land, located in the Counties of Nottoway, Dinwiddie and 
Brunswick of the Commonwealth of Virginia; and 

WHEREAS, Fort Pickett has continued operations since World War I1 to provide valuable military training services 
to various regular and reserve military units and other non-military units; and 

WHEREAS, because of its large mass and supportive surrounding civilian community, Fort Pickett provides a rare 
opportunity for a wide range of military training, including that relating to heavy artillery, tanks, air operations and urban 
combat; and 

WHEREAS, Fort Pickett has developed important services over the years to serve both the needs of the military 
and civilian communities, including public water, public sewer and a joint militarylcivilian airport; and 

WHEREAS, Fort Pickett has become an important employer of civilian work force and is one of the largest single 
employers in the southside region of Virginia; and 

WHEREAS, Fort Pickett and the surrounding region, including the County of Prince Edward, have developed a 
strong and mutually supportive relationship over the past fifty years; now 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board of Supervisors of Prince Edward County, through this resolution, 
hereby expresses its appreciation and support of Fort Pickett; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board of Supervisors of Prince Edward County hereby urges the United 
States Department of Defense, the Base Realignment and Closure Commission, the United States Congress, and the 
President, to fully recognize the valuable role that Fort Pickett serves in support of overall Unites States Military readiness. 

Adopted this 21 day of March, 1995, Prince Edward County, Virginia. 

County of Prince Edward 
Board of Supervisors 

Attest: 
ki@red B. Hampton 
county Administrator 
County of Prince Edward 



7 March 1995 

The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington VA 22209 

Dear BRAC Commissioner, 

I am writing to voice my concern on the announcement on 28 February 1995. The 
Department of the Army and Department of Defense have recommended Fort Pickett Virginia 
for closure trying to reduce defense spending. If this actually happens, I feel it would be very 
detrimental to the defense mission of this country. 

Where else on the east coast can you find a multi-service training facility that can provide 
ranges and other training facilities to prepare active duty, reserve, and national guard troops for 
their missions. Fort Pickett can do this with a relatively small annual operating budget of 
approximately $16 million. 

The following Fort Pickett assets should be taken into consideration before a final 
decision is made: 

(1) Consisting of approximately 45,000 acres in an area where land values are low in 
comparison to other areas in the east. This area does not have heavy air traffic. Artillery and 
mortar fire can be conducted without danger to aircraft. The surrounding area is thinly populated 
to that the noise fiom artillery and tank fire does not bring complaints from the surrounding 
communities. 

(2)  An airfield which can accommodate C-130 aircraft. It has a modem 5300 foot 
runway making Fort Pickett accessible to many units. 

(3) 15 direct-fire ranges capable of firing all small arms up to and including .SO 
caliber machine gun. 

(4) Four tank ranges that support firing of main tank cannon for tank tables VI 
through VIII (including both stationary and moving targets). 

( 5 )  An approximate 4,000-acre impact area where all types of grenade and anti-tank 
rockets can be used enabling the Air Force and Navy to conduct strafing and bombing exercises 
using F-16s, F-14s, F-18s, A-lOs, and A-6s. It can also accommodate Apache and Cobra attack 
helicopters which can fire rockets and 20130mrn cannons into the impact area. 
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(6) A mock combat city for training personnel to operate in urban environments in war 
time and in operations other than those associated with war. This village has 16 buildings strong 
enough for troops to repel onto them from helicopters. It also has an adjacent facility where live 
fire can be used by troops in a village scenario. 

(7) Many lakes and streams where engineers can build bridges and other structures 

(8) Large open area (airfield and drop zones) for use by airborne units. 

(9) Provides training capabilities for the Federal Bureau of Investigation, police 
organizations, and special operations, such as the Navy Seals. 

(10) A central tank wash facility for cleansing both wheeled and track vehicles. 

(1  1)  Is a Mobilization and Training Equipment Site and a Training Equipment 
Concentration Site that can store, maintain, and repair equipment so that it does not have to be 
transported by units coming to train. 

(12) Accessible to at least 100,000 Army Reserve and National Guard troops. 

(13) An Ammunition Supply Point capable of handling 2700 tons of ammo and 
provides as many as 22,245 rounds of artillery, tank and mortar ammo during a single year of 
training. 

(14) A quarry sites where stone is mined for maintaining as many as 240 miles of tank 
trails. 

(1 5) An on-site water treatment and sewage treatment plant which prevents delays 
associated with the permitting process. 

(16) One of the largest mobilization sites on the east coast. Fort Pickett did an 
outstanding job with mobilization during Desert Storm, without an increase in staff. 

(1 7) Provides heatedlair conditioned barracks for at least 12,000 personnel. The post 
also has chapels, a medical clinic, a modern theater, Post exchanges, a bowling alley, an 
Olympic-size swimming pool, a gymnasium, ball fields, tennis courts and other recreational 
activities for off-duty personnel. 

Where do you see so much savings with the closure of Fort Pickett when training units 
will have to spend more time and money traveling to training sites that do not have the capabilities 
of Fort Pickett. If the Department of the Army and the Department of Defense would make 
sure all their information is correct and take a closer look at all the facts, they would see that 
these other installations cannot provide the facilities that are available at Fort Pickett. If cuts are 
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necessary, why close an installation that has so much to offer with such a small price tag 

Also, I would like to comment on the reduction of Kenner Army Community Hospital 
to a clinic. Do they realize that there are thousands and thousands of personnel who utilize the 
medical services provided by that facility? Do they realize the distance people will have to travel 
to secure services at Portsmouth Naval Hospital or Walter Reed Army Medical Center, both of 
which are already overly burdened? Where do you see the benefit? 

I sincerely feel that the Department of the Army and the Department of Defense need to 
take another look at their recommendations for Fort Pickett and Kenner Army Community 
Hospital. 

Thank you for your time and consideration to the issue I have presented. 

Sincerely, 



LICENSEE OF McDONALD'S CORPORATION 



NationsBank 
P 0. BOX At1 
Victorla, VA 23974-0767 
Tel 804 696-2228 

March 22, 1995 

The Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, V.A. 22209 

Dear Sirs : 

I am writing this letter in regards to Fort Pickett's 
inclusion on the list of base closings. Since Fort Pickett is 
scheduled for closing on September 30th of this year, I would 
like to reiterate the effect the closing will have on the 
community as a whole and the military value of Fort Pickett. 

The loss of 9 military and 245 civilian jobs will naturally 
have a negative effect on the economic vi.tality of the 
surrounding counties of Brunswick, Dinwicldie, Lunenburg and 
Nottoway. Although the contribution that. Fort Pickett offers 
this community is invaluable, I realize that the case for 
keeping it open must be made on the basis of military value. 

With this in mind, I would like to mention a few points that 
should be considered carefully by your commission. First of 
all, Fort Pickett provides excellent, low-cost training to 
both active-duty and reserme personnel in all of the branches 
of military service. Second, its 45,000 acres are largely 
restriction-free from any environmental ctoncerns. And third, 
the fort's 5,500 foot runway; proximity to both Norfolk 
Southern and CSX railroad tracks; and the closeness to 1-95 
and 1-85 make it an attractive location f!or transportation. 
This convenient location allows for easy access of military 
personnel, equipment and other military related activities. 

I know you will do whatever you can to keep Fort Pickett open, 
and thank you in advance for your help. 

Yours truly, 

Dawn H. Buchanan 
Banking Center Manager 

Mrllihcr FDIC 



Yarch 21, 1995 

The Defense  Base C l o s u r e  and 
Real iqninent  ( ominlssion 

1700  Sorth Yoole s t r e e t  
S u l t e  1-325 
X r l z n g t o n ,  i A  2 2 2 0 9  

Gent 1 emen : 

I a m  w r l  t i l l : $  t o  exp re s s  c-on(-ern t h a t  F t  . C l c f e t  t h a s  been  
p i a c e d  tr ) r i  t h e  ERAC l l s t ,  since t h l s  dc)es a f f e c t  113)' hometo\%:l 
a rea  and in\. re1 a t l v e s  w h o  w c ~ r k  t h e r e .  

A s  you w e l l  know, c l o s i n g  F t .  F i c k e t t ,  i n  a n  a r e a  s u c h  as  
B1al::kst.o:-ic, r ; i l l  c e r t a i n l y  be di.c;astrcr)t.ts t r : ~  t i l e ?  ~?COPIUIII! ' ,  i n  
a d d i t i o n  t o  tl-I:-? 2 4 5  c i \ , i l i a n  employees who \<ill.  llak7e tc. 1r:)ok 
f o r  work  el .sewhe~-e i11 an  area htlere qciocl -iohu ale:! a l rnost  
n~n-exis ta:?t . 
-1s .zi s m a l l  bus3.ness l . i<ner ,  I u n d e r s t a n d  t h e  nec:~?ssi . tv (-if 
c r : > n t r o l l i n y  e s p e n s e s  and  budget  c u t t i n g  ; hoi<eir~:- , I was 
g i v e n  t o  u n d e r s t a n d  t h a t  F t .  F i c l . ; e t t  i.s a vj.dIc~le, 
i-,os t,-ef f  e c t  i v e  t r a i n i n g  c e n t e r ,  p r c v i d i n q  sex-\.ices t o  o u r  
v a r i o u s  b r a n c h e s  of t h e  r n i l i t a ~ . ~ .  

I t  1s my hope that F t .  Picket1 w 1 1 1  be remo\-ed f r o m  t h l s  
I L S ~ ,  or t h a t  t i~3~ne o t h e r  S O ~ U ~ I C ) ~ ~  t2d11 1362 fcjr-mulated t o  keep 
t h l s  f a c i l ~ t v  o p e n .  

Verv t r u l y  ycrurs,  
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NOTTOWRY COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 

JAMES G. BLEVINS, Ph.D., S~iperinttwdent 
Telephone: (804) 645-9596 

Facsimile: (804) 645-1 266 

March 21, 1995 

Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
S~ite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Gentlemen: 

As the Superintendent of Schools in Nottoway County, Virginia, 
I am concerned about the inclusion of Fort Pickett in the most 
recent round of military installation closures. Fort Pickett, 
located just outside Blackstone, Virginia, has been a vital part 
of this community for many years. 

I believe that the closure of Fort Pickett will severely 
damage the mutually beneficial working relationships that have 
developed between the military and the residents of small rural 
communities such as Nottoway County. This relationship has 
included a tie between the schools and the military. In a school 
system that has approximately 750 high school age youngsters, 
almost twenty-five percent (25%) support the military through 
participation in our Junior Reserve Officer Training Program at 
Nottoway High School. 

It is evident to me as Superintendent, that much of the 
success of this fine program, which identifies and trains 
potential military personnel, is the result of a continued 
positive presence of a military installation in this rural area. 
I also believe that a primary reason that we have been able to 
attract quality military personnel as instructors for this 
program is the proximity to a military installation. Many of the 
family members have been employed at Fort Pickett in a part-time 
summer job capacity, thereby creating a positive relationship 
between the civilian population and the military. It would seem 
that this type of relationship between rural communities and the 
military would be an important consideration. 



Page 2 

There have been a number of written articles and radio news 
commentators in Virginia who have said that the inclusion of base 
closures is strictly a military decision with no regard to the 
economic impact on a community. While I am sure that the primary 
concern is one of financial impact on the military, as a citizen 
and veteran, I find it difficult to believe that the military 
would blatantly disregard the impact on a community. As a 
veteran, I can recall that during times that many individuals 
across this land were outspoken against the military, it was 
often the small rural communities such as Nottoway County who 
continued to support the government and from where many of the 
soldiers came. I believe that rural America continues to be the 
strong patriotic base for this country. 

The removal or closure of Fort Pickett will adversely effect 
this community. Fort Pickett, just being on the listing of 
possible closures, has already effected the school budget process 
for the upcoming school year. At a time when th.e schools need to 
be moving forward, incorporating technology into the math and 
science curriculums, the County is concerned about the economic 
impact of this closure. 

Funding shortages will effect the preparation. of students who 
need this type of exposure to be qualified for today's military 
experiences. Over the past months, there have been a number of 
changes at Fort Pickett. The community has worked closely with 
military officials to expand and improve the airport runway at 
the post. Community officials have, in anticipation of a 
positive economic impact, approved the construction of a new high 
school in Nottoway which would help to attract business and serve 
families which might be stationed at Fort Pickett. 

As an educational leader in this community, it appears to me 
that the military would be better served to main.tain its presence 
in some of the smaller rural communities and con.sider cost 
cutting options in other areas. 

G.  levi ins 
Superintendent 



fb SE#VI\bTi  1 ' - I  T "  
McKENNEY HARDWARE & SUPPLY CO. 
P.O. B O X  207 / MCKENNEY. VA 23872 / TEL. (804) 478-4606 

March 20, 1995 

The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Arlington, Va 22209 

Dear Commission: 

I am a citizen of Dinwiddie County and run McKenney Hardware in McKenney, Va. 
My home is within ten miles of Fort Pickett. I trained at Fort Pickett when I was a 
member of The 275th Supply Co. at Fort Pickett several years ago. 

My experiences with Fort Pickett have all been positive. I have found Fort Pickett to 
be an extremely valuable assett to Dinwiddie County, my business, and to the United 
States of America. 

I believe that it would be a mistake to close Fort Pickett. Please: do everything you can 
to keep Fort Pickett open. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely yours, 

William C. Tucker, Jr. 
. 

President 



1 2  MARCH 1995 

TO: 

THE BASE REALIGNMENT AND CLOSURE COMMISSION (BRAC) 
170  NORTH MOORE STREET 
SUITE 1425 
ARLINGTON, VA. 22209 

DEAR COMMISSIONERS: 

I AM WRITING TO YOU IN REFERENCE TO THE FUTURE OF FORT PICKETT 
IN SOUTHERN VIRGINIA HAVING ARRIVED AT FORT PICKETT IN AUGUST 
1994  I WAS AMAZED TO FIND HOW WELL ALL THE FEDERAL AND LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT AGENCIES INTERACT HERE. EVER SINCE MY ARRIVAL HERE 
FORT PICKETT HAS APPEARED TO BE MORE OF A 'REGIONAL TRAINING 
CENTER' THAN AN ARMY POST. I HAVE MET ARMY, AIR FORCE, NAVY, 
MARINES, DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY (DOE) AND VIRGINIA STATE POLICE, 
TO NAME JUST A FEW. 

FORT PICKETT WOULD BE BETTER SUITED AS 'THE EAST COAST REGIONAL 
TESTING AND TRAINING CENTER' TO BE ADMINISTERED UNDER THE 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE RATHER THAN THE ARMY. THE NEW CUMBERLAND 
ARMY DEPOT WAS TRANSFORMED INTO DDRE (DEFENSE DISTRIBUTION REGION 
EAST) AND ASSIGNED WITH SUPPLYING ALL BRANCHES OF THE SERVICE 
RATHER THAN JUST THE ARMY. FORT PICKETT COULD DO THE SAME IN 
THE TESTING AND TRAINING SIDE OF THE HOUSE. 

FORT PICKETT IS LOCATED IN A VERY UNIQUE LOCATION. IT IS AT 
THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF WHERE THE MAJORITY OF THE AMERICAN PEOPLE 
LIVE. THE MAJORITY OF THE POPULATION LIVES BETWEEN BOSTON, 
MA. AND NORFOLK, VA. AND IN 300 MILES. THERE ARE GOOD QUALITY, 
MAJOR ROADS INTO FORT PICKETT WHICH ALLOWS THE EASY 
TRANSPORTATION OF EQUIPMENT. MANY UNITS CAN TRANSPORT THEIR 
OWN EQUIPEENT TO FORT PICKETT WITBOUT AN UNNECESSARY DRAIN 
ON THEIR LIMITED RESOURCES. 

FORT PICKETT IS IN A LOW POPULATION AREA WHICH ALLOWS GREATER 
FREEDOM IN THE TRAINING SCHEDULE. AFTER ALL, WARS ARE NOT FOUGHT 
ONLY DURING THE DAYLIGHT HOURS. THIS ISOLATION ALLOWS THE TROOPS 
TO EXPERIENCE AND TRAIN WITH LARGER SIZE LOADS WHEN ON THE 
RANGES. THERE IS ALSO ROOM TO BUILD AND OPERATE SIMULATORS 
ONCE THE TROOPS LEARN TO OPERATE THE EQUIPMENT IN A SIMULATOR 
THEY CAN G0,RIGHT TO THE FIELD TO PUT THAT TRAINING TO USE BEFORE 
THEY FORGET THE FINE POINTS THEY LEARNED IN THE CLASS. EVEN 
THOUGH THE SIMULATORS ARE GETTING CLOSE TO THE REAL THING, IT'S 
JUST NOT THE SAME. AMONG OTHER THINGS THE ACTUAL NOISE AND 
BACKBLAST ARE HARD TO SIMULATE. 

EVEN WITH FORT PICKETT'S CENTRAL LOCATION AND VARIED FACILITIES 
THERE ARE VIRTUALLY NO ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS. IN FACT WE HAVE 
A RARE PLANT THAT THRIVES IN THE FRESH BOMB CRATERS OUT IN THE 



IMPACT AREA. WHEN COMPARED TO SO MANY OTHER INSTALLATIONS IN 
THE UNITED STATES THIS ALONE IS A MAJOR PLUS. 

THE COST SAVINGS OF SENDING UNITS TO FORT PICKETT RATHER THAN 
OTHER BASES IS ANOTHER PLUS. ONE MARINE TANK UNIT SAVES ABOUT 
ONE MILLION DOLLARS A YEAR BY USING FORT PICKETT RATHER THAN 
THEIR ONLY OTHER ALTERNATIVE. IF THIS ONE COMPANY SAVES THAT 
MUCH A YEAR, THINK HOW MUCH ALL THE OTHER UNITS ARE SAVING. 
IT WOULD BE EASY TO RECOVER THE COST OF OPERATING FORT PICKETT 
AND SHOW A NET SAVINGS TO THE OVERALL DEFENSE BUDGET. 

SAVINGS WOULD BE IN OTHER AREAS OF THE GENERAL BUDGET AS WELL. 
FORT PICKETT IS THE MAJOR EMPLOYER AND SOURCE OF INCOME FOR 
THIS REGION. WHILE THERE ARE ONLY ABOUT 247 PERMANENT JOBS 
AT FORT PICKETT, THERE ARE ABOUT 800 SEASONAL JOBS AS WELL. 
MANY PEOPLE WORK THESE JOBS AS THEIR MAIN SOURCE OF INCOME. 
THAT BRINGS THE TOTAL TO ABOUT 1047 JOBS LOST WHEN FORT PICKETT 
CLOSES. MANY OF THESE PEOPLE WOULD THEN END' UP ON WELFARE, 
AN EXPENSE ON THE BUDGET THAT DOES NOT SHOW A VALUABLE RETURN. 

REALIGNING FORT PICKETT INTO "THE EAST COAST REGIONAL TESTING 
AND TRAINING CENTER" UNDER THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE WOULD NOT 
ONLY SAVE THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE MONEY ACROSS THE BOARD, 
IT WOULD ALSO IMPROVE THE QUALITY OF TRAINING AND READINESS 
OF THE OVERALL ARMED FORCES. 

THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND CONCERN IN THIS MATTER. 

SINCERELY: 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE POLICE 
FORT PICKETT, VA. 23824 
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DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON. VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 10, 1995 

Mr. John 0. Lu 
Garrett, Moon & Pool, Inc. 
P.O. Box 112 
Blackstone, VA 23824 

Dear Mr. Lu: 

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 hture of Ft. Pickett. 

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. 

i 

David S. Lyles 
StaEDirector 





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

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 13, 1995 

Ms. Frances G. Fowler 
Rt. 2, Box 8 1-7 
Victoria, VA 23974 

Dear Ms. Fowler: 

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. Pickett. 

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 
Staff Director 





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

ARLINGTON. VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 10, 1995 

Ms. Joyce L. Waley 
Garrett, Moon & Pool, Inc. 
P.O. Box 112 
Blackstone, VA 23824 

Dear Ms. Waley: 

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. Pickett. 

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

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 10, 1995 

Ms. Shirley B. Pool 
Garrett, Moon & Pool, Inc. 
P.O. Box 112 
Blackstone, VA 23824 

Dear Ms. Pool: 

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 h r e  of Ft. Pickett. 

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 



BUCKBTONE, VIRGINIA 23SZ4 

March 9,1995 

The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Gentlemen: 

I was both surprised and distressed to see that nearby Fort Pickett has been included on the list 
of military bases scheduled for closure. I honestly do not understand why the value of Pickett to the 
military has been given a low rating. 

I watched Pickett being built in 1942. More than one million men trained there to later fight in 
the far-flung battlefields of World War 11. I saw Pickett close in 1946 and witnessed the resultant 
economic depression that followed. I saw it reopened in 1950 when the North Koreans marched 
south. I witnessed its closing in 1954 when once again this community went into an economic 
tailspin. 

The impact of the sudden loss of so many families was so severe to the economy that business- 
men banned together and begged the Army to either use Pickett or declare it surplus so that the area 
could be used by industry. The Army testified before the Senate Armed Services Committee that it 
could not dispose of Pickett because it was needed in the event of full mobilization. Since that time, 
the post has gradually been used by numbers of National Guard and Reserve troops for weekend and 
annual training. There has been no boom and bust as before and the post has become a very impor- 
tant part of this community. We actually felt that the years of suffering from previous closings had 
been for something worthwhile. Today, we have to wonder. 

You have one of the toughest jobs one can imagine. To a degree, the defense of this nation is in 
your hands. The economic survival of communities, such as Blackstone, is also in your hands. This 
rural area, with a minority population of 42 percent needs jobs. While I understand that all commu- 
nities near military bases slated for closure will suffer, I doubt seriously any would suffer nearly as 
much as this area. 

I would ask you to seriously weigh the value of Fort Pickett as a training area for National 
Guard, Army Reserve and Regular Army troops. Please also consider the use made by the Air 
Force, Marines, Navy, SEALS, FBI and others. Then consider Pickett's comparatively low budget 
and also the relatively low value of the real estate in the event it should be declared surplus and sold. 



Also worthy of your consideration is the support given Fort Pickett and the military by the 
citizens of this area. Despite more than 50 years of window rattling from artillery fire, the citizens of 
this area do not complain. They understand how important it is for this nation to have a strong 
defense as a deterrent to war. 

Please consider also that when this nation needed a place to train soldiers for World War 11, 
more than 300 families gave up their land and their ancestoral homes, turned their backs on their 
life's work and with little compensation began a new life. The people of this area have made a 
sizeable contribution to the defense of this country. We are proud of the military and we are proud 
of our contribution. 

Placing Fort Pickett in a caretaker situation with only a handful of personnel would be contrary 
to the best interests of this area and to this country. Making more use of a military base with the 
ranges and other facilities found at Pickett makes a lot more sense. 

I ask that you give serious consideration to what I have written. I pray that God will be with 
you in your deliberations. 

Respectfully, 

,/Sames D. Coleburn 
Publisher 



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

ARLINGTON. VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 10, 1995 

Mr. James D. Coleburn 
President and Editor 
The Nottoway Publishing Co., Inc. 
207-21 1 South Main Street 
Blackstone, VA 23824 

Dear Mr. Coleburn: 

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. Pickett. 

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, 
2 

c/ 

David S. Lyles 
StafFDirector 



Damell Whittaker 
2501 Lee Ave. 
Victoria, VA 23974 
March 14,1995 

The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Sir: 
This is not a form letter and wish my concerns be read 
BRAC was a serious shock when our post commander made the announcement of Fort 

Pickett's closure on 1 OCT 1996. It's the topic of conversation at home, work, and 
throughout our community. 

My concerns are simple. As an ex-Marine our National Defense is a must. I have 
trained at Paris Island, SC, Camp Lejeune, NC, throughout California, and finally in 
Vietnam. I'm a 22 plus year firefighter at Fort Pickett Fire Department. I have seen all the 
training facilities here and Fort Pickett is unique due to its size and capability of training 
troops year round without many restrictions. 

My question that I need answered is why close Fort Pickett. Realign it to be all it can 
be. A 16 million dollar budget is nothing to the defense dollar. With your input to 
constituents and BRAC this can happen. I am a realist and know the odds of getting off 
closure, but lets realijp the post 

Sincerely, 

D'arrell Whittaker 



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

ARLINGTON. VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 17, 1995 

Mr. Darrell Whittaker 
2501 Lee Avenue 
Victoria, VA 23974 

Dear Mr. Whittaker: 

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 h r e  of Ft. Pickett. 

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 



9210 Wilson Road 
Wilsons, ~irginia 23894 
March 13, 1995 

The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
ARLINGTON, VA. 22209 

Dear Commission Members: 

Your concern in the effort to save FORT PICKETT is 
requested. 

As the wife of the supervisor of DOL MAINTENANCE, FORT 
PICKETT, I am very much aware of the work and training done 
at the BASE. 

I remember well the hard work done during Desert Storm, 
and it is very hard to think now the BASE is considered of 
no value to the ARMY. 

Please look long and hard at the many things that FORT 
PICKETT offers to the many MILITARY that train there. 

Please save FORT PICKETT. 

Sincerely yours, 

p- ".+ 
Julia H. Springston 

P.S. Wife of National Guard Member with 28 Years 
Mother of Reserve Member of 12 Years 

of' Service 



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

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 16, 1995 

Mr. Leonard W. Blevins 
P.O. Box 268 
Blackstone, VA 23824 

Dear Mr. Blevins: 

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. Pickett. 

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, 

-$iw@t/4 .! L' I,' 

David S. Lyles 
Staff Director 



March 14, 1995 

Dear Sir: 

Before a final decision is made on the fate of Fort Pickett, please consider glJ of the following 
points of military value, we have to offer: 

* New 5200 ft. Runway (Completed 1994) 
* ki lhzad at Airport 
* 2 Railheads on Post 
* 4 Fully Capable State of the Art Tank Ranges 
* Decontamination Training Facility 
* Tank Washing Facility 
* MOUT Site (Mock City used for Urban Infantry Training) 

I have spoken personally with several Military Officers and they have expressed their feelings 
as to why they prefer to train at Fort Pickett as opposed to their sites. These are the people that 
truly know where they get the most for their "training dollars". This is the area where great 
savings of tax-payer monies lie. Moving troops great distances, just to train, is ridiculous and 
cost millions. No military post has more to offer in the training of the American Military Force. 

The Navy Seal Teams have been asked to leave other training sites, (probably because of their 
intensive training) but Fort Pickett welcomes them with open arms. Most of their training is 
classified and what better place to do this. 

If you will take the time, and I pray you will, to seek out the Commanders of Troops that train 
here, they will tell you they get more training for their money than anywhere else they have 
been. These fine military officers are not allowed to come to you with their opinions for fear 
of reprimand. 

These decisions you have to make in such a short time are not easy, but if you are truly sincere 
in doing what is right for America - Pickett will be spared!! 

Thank You, 
God Bless America A 

onard W. B1 vins He 



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

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 16, 1995 

Ms. Julia H. Springston 
92 10 Wilson Road 
Wilsons, VA 23894 

Dear Ms. Springston: 

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. Pickett. 

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, 

J 

David S. Lyles 
St& Director 



Calvin N. Sharpe 
P. 0. Box 752 
Victoria, VA 23974 
March 14,1995 

The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Sir: 
On nesday, February 28,1995 the Secretary of Defense amounced that Fort Pickett 

was on the Base Closure List. This was due to very low military value as compared to 
other major training installations. 

We at Fort Pickett offer a multi-service fkility to be used by the Army, Marines, Navy, 
Airforce, National Guard, Army Reserve, FBI, CIA, ROTC, Civil Air Patrol, USMC 
Reserve, contractors performing gun testing, and other specialized imits. 

Fort Pickett has four filly capable tank ranges available 24 hours a day, seven days a 
week Such ranges as these cannot be found at any military installation between Fort 
Bragg, NC and Fort Drum, NY. In addition we have 16 other ranges for small arms, rifle, 
.50 caliber, and 155 artillery tramkg The ranges and monition's impact area at Fort 
Pickett provide the only comprehensive unrestricted combined arms training opportunity 
for all military training forces in the Mid-Atlantic region. This impact area is also used to 
fire rockets from vehicle rocket launchers. The impact area consists of 8,000 acres. 

Fort Pickett has a MOUT site and a 16 building Mock City Live Fire Assault Course for 
training of any kind. No other Mid-Atlantic regional training location has this available for 
urban idhntxy training as well as Federal Bureau of Jnvestigations and state and local law 
enforcement agencies. 

Fort Pickett has 244 square miles of controlled airspace with a ceiling of 18,000 feet 
reserved for military usage. This airspace is reserved around the clock, seven days a week 
for artillery and tanks firing not only at night and allows the munitions to be delivered fiom 
greater distances. This is due to the flexibility that is unique to Fort Pickett. 

Fort Pickett has an ammunition supply point storage area for the purpose of storing 
ammunition for training purposes. This ammunition supply point consists of 24 magazine 
storage areas with security 24 hours a day. 

Fort Pickett has all new updated railroad tracks leading onto post serviced by Norfblk 
Southern Corporation. Also anew railhead was built at the airfield for on and off loading. 

Fort Pickett has just completed a new airf~eld runway that is 5,300 feet long to 
accommodate the C-130 as well as the C-17 that will be the airlift a i r d  ofthe fimne. 
We also have and assault air strip landing zone to be used in combat training for realistic 
wartime scenarios. 

Fort Pickett has lakes and rivers for amphibious training by tanks and other types of 
vehicles. 



Fort Pickett haa a new updated multi-million dollar tank waeh fsoility to waeh taake end 
equipment after training exercises. The water used in this facility is recycled for fidher 
use. 

XFort Pickett closes approximately 90,000 troops that annually train at Fort Pickett will 
not be able to train effectively at alternate installations. This is because other installations 
are at capacity or are not as equipped for training as Fort Pickett. The cost to update other 
installations would be enormous. Units will lose training time in traveling fkther 
distances to other installations. These alternative facilities do not offer the types of terrain 
that is essential for proper and necessarytraining ofannored and axtilleryunits. We have 
tanks on post for units to train and these are maintained by MATES on post. 

Fort Pickett was used to train troops for Desert Storm just a few years ago. It was a 
mobilization point for units called into active service. Also many of the shops on post 
worked on painting vehicles prior to shipment for use in Operation Desert Storm. 

In closing I request that Fort Pickett be taken off the base closure list due to the need of 
a strong defense instead of a weak offense. Fort Pickett is too important to DOD to lose 
due to the low cost per capita of training. We have an annual budget of 16 million dollars 
with 260 permsflent employees and 170 seasonal employees during peak periods. Also to 
clean up the impact area would cost millions of dollars if not billions of dollars. The most 
prudent point is that military units should be well trained and equipped with modern 
equipment and should be used at installations that can handle the load as Fort Pickett can. 

I appreciate your time and consideration in which I have tried to request to keep Fort 
Pickett alive and well and training our soldiers for years to come so they will be ready 
when called upon at a minutes notice. 

Sincerely, /-1 

Calvin N. Sharpe 
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DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1 700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON. VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 14, 1995 

Mr. Robert W. Buntin 
41 1 !MI Street 
Blackstone, VA 23824-24 17 

Dear Mr. Buntin: 

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 &re of Ft. Pickett. 

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, 
n 

David S. Lyles 
Staff Director 



Rt. 2 Box 209E 
Blackstone, VA 23824 
804-292-5 104 

March 10, 1995 

The Base Realignment and 
Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Members of the BRAC Commission: 

I am writing to urge you to keep Fort Pickett open. The only possible explanation for the Army 
recommendation that Fort Pickett be placed on the closure list is that it was not fully aware of the 
utility of the base and the opportunity for long term use and range expansion. I have worked on 
Fort Pickett for over ten years now. I am currently employed there as the Wildlife Administrator. 
My knowledge of the installation is extensive and I would like to share some of my insights with 
you. 

First and foremost is that Fort Pickett is very important in it's mission of military training. I have 
seen the training mission on the base increase greatly over the last five years. The problem is that 
we are a multi-service training facility. We train army (18th airborne corps and 10th Mountain), 
Navy (SEALS), Air Force, National Guard, Army reserves, and Marines. The Marines alone have 
come up from Camp Lejune to train for five months this year. This multi-service mission has 
created an identity crisis for the base. In the short time that I have worked on Fort Pickett, we 
have been a TRADOC, FORSCOM, and now USARC installation. Our clientele is so diverse 
that no one knows where to align the installation. Personally I believe we should be included in 
the Military District of Washington. 

I have a cousin who is an officer in the Marine Corps stationed at Camp Lejune. He has come to 
train at Fort Pickett for three months this year. I have asked him why they come to Fort Pickett 
instead of staying at Camp Lejune or going to Fort Bragg or APHill. He points to environmental 
constraints at Camp Lejune and Fort Bragg that won't allow them to train as they need to. He 
points out that APHill does not provide the training facilities that they need to accomplish their 
mission. He has been very impressed by the training facilities, the professional personnel and the 
opportunity to train without having to worry about endangered species on Fort Pickett. I have 
heard these same comments made over and over by military personnel who come here to train. I 
encourage you to make your own inquiries to unit commanders who have trained at Fort Pickett 
and how we compare to other nearby installations where they have trained. 

I believe that the information that the Army used in their recommendation was erroneous. The 



information gathering process that I was involved in was poor. We were provided with 
ambiguous questions and were given little guidance or time in order to properly provide the 
needed information. On several occasions we were required to answer the same question 
repeatedly. Often the wrong questions were ask so the installation could not respond properly. I 
believe that if you will allow the Fort Pickett Support Group to review the criteria and provide 
you with the correct information you yourself will recommend Fort Pickett be removed from the 
list. 

Environmental constraints, especially endangered species, has been a major issue for the 
Department of Defense for the past half decade. At Fort Bragg, for example, the red-cockaded 
woodpecker has closed ranges, hampered maneuvering tract vehicles and limited bivouac sites. 
At Fort Pickett on the other hand, we have been blessed with only one endangered species 
(Michaux's Sumac) and it is dependant on the training mission to create and maintain the fire 
generated communities that it depends. This plant has proved to be no impact to the military 
mission. Nothing has been closed. As a matter of fact, the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage 
and the US Fish and Wildlife Service have said, they believe that military training is vital to the 
long term survival of this species. Fort Pickett has the largest population of this rare plant. In 
most other sites the colonies of this plant numbers less than a hundred individuals. On Fort 
Pickett we now have more than 50,000 individuals. Fort Bragg is home to the next largest 
population with only 472 plants. This has provided the Army with several unique opportunities. 
First it allows the Department of Defense to show that the military mission actually can benefit the 
environment and, in particular, endangered species. Second, it provides the Department of 
Defense the opportunity to actually be responsible for delisting an endangered species (something 
that has never been done on DOD land). And third it makes DOD responsible for effective 
management of this species, which right now is easy, all we have to do is train. Please take a look 
at the newspaper article I am enclosing about the plant. 

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service is concerned about the impact of closing of Fort Pickett on the 
survival of Michaux's sumac. In a letter sent to me on 6 March 95, they indicate that they will 
want the Army to enter into the formal consultation process indicated in section 7 of the 
endangered species act to determine the impact of closing on the species. The Fish and Wildlife 
Service has demonstrated their belief that military training has been the force that has made Fort 
Pickett the home to the largest population of this endangered species and that closure could place 
the species in jeopardy. 

One last aspect of the endangered species issue is that total cleanup of the impact area is 
impossible. The fact that Michaux's sumac occupies so much area (270+ acres at this time with 
more sites being identified daily) and is scattered throughout, makes total cleanup impossible. 
Yet the population is large enough that the U.S. Fish and Wildlife service is open to the possibility 
of allowing some incidental take for range expansion should the need arise. Part of the reason for 
their interest and willingness to work with Fort Pickett is that we have initiated genetic and 
propagation research for future mitigation projects. 

In a time of increasing environmental constraints can the Department of Defense afford to lose a 
installation that not only can train wide open but also be a showcase for environmental 



stewardship. I think if you give it up, you will surely miss it later. 

One aspect of this closure that stings, is the idea that there will be much savings in closing the 
base. Fort Pickett has a relatively small budget and personnel figures have dropped to between 
200-300 permanent workers. We were told to downsize, so we downsized. We were told to do 
more with less and we did. At this point we are pretty lean and mean. And by this I am inferring 
that we are as efficient and cost effective as you could want an installation. As a tax payer, I hate 
to see us waste millions of dollars on the improvements we have made to upgrade this installation, 
just to have us close this base. Why turn around and try to build similar facilities somewhere else? 
Fort Pickett is an efficient installation. 

The area around Fort Pickett is rural and economically depressed. A large number of the 
workers permanent and temporary are minorities. Nottoway county is composed of an almost 
equal ratio of black and white persons. Many of these people will suffer from the closure of the 
base. Because many of them grew up in the shadow of Fort Pickett they will not be willing to 
move. Efforts by the counties economic development committee have proved of little success to 
bring in much in the way of new industry. The industry that they are able to attract has been 
mostly low paying minimum wage jobs. The loss of Fort Pickett will be devastating to the 
community and a loss of one of the best employers of minorities. I do not see any new industry 
coming to the area to fill this void. 

I appreciate your efforts on this committee. I do not envy you the task that is before you. I hope 
that you will consider my comments and that you will take the time to carefully review the 
information that the Fort Pickett Support Group will provide you. And above all please take the 
time to personally interview some of the commanders who train at Fort Pickett. I am sure that 
their testimony alone will convince you that there is no where else on the East Coast that has the 
training opportunities that we can provide at Fort Pickett. 

Sincerely, 

Alan R. Dyck u 
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DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 13, 1995 

Mr. Alan R Dyck 
Rt. 2, Box 209E 
Blackstone, VA 23824 

Dear Mr. Dyck: 

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 h r e  of Ft. Pickett. 

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 
St& Director 



7 March 1995 

The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington VA 22209 

Dear BRAC Commissioner, 

I am writing to voice my concern on the announcement on 28 February 1995. The 
Department of the Army and Department of Defense have recommended Fort Pickett Virginia 
for closure trylng to reduce defense spending. If this actually happens, I feel it would be very 
detrimental to the defense mission of this country. 

Where else on the east coast can you find a multi-service training facility that can provide 
ranges and other training facilities to prepare active duty, reserve, and national guard troops for 
their missions. Fort Pickett can do this with a relatively small annual operating budget of 
approximately $16 million. 

The following Fort Pickett assets should be taken into consideration before a final 
decision is made: 

(1) Consisting of approximately 45,000 acres in an area where land values are low in 
comparison to other areas in the east. This area does not have heavy air t r a c .  Artillery and 
mortar fire can be conducted without danger to aircraft. The surrounding area is thinly populated 
to that the noise fiom artillery and tank fire does not bring complaints fiom the surrounding 
communities. 

(2) An airfreld which can accommodate C-130 aircraft. It has a modern 5300 foot 
runway making Fort Pickett accessible to many units. 

(3) 15 direct-fire ranges capable of firing all small arms up to and including .SO 
caliber machine gun. 

(4) Four tank ranges that support firing of main tank cannon for tank tables VI 
through VIII (including both stationary and moving targets). 

( 5 )  An approximate 4,000-acre impact area where all types of grenade and anti-tank 
rockets can be used enabling the Air Force and Navy to conduct strafing and bombing exercises 
using F-16s, F-14s, F-18s, A-lOs, and A-6s. It can also accommodate Apache and Cobra attack 
helicopters which can fire rockets and 20/30mrn cannons into the impact area. 



BRAC Commission Page 3 

necessary, why close an installation that has so much to offer with such a small price tag 

Also, I would like to comment on the reduction of Kenner Army Community Hospital 
to a clinic. Do they realize that there are thousands and thousands of personnel who utilize the 
medical services provided by that facility? Do they realize the distance people will have to travel 
to secure services at Portsmouth Naval Hospital or Walter Reed Army Medical Center, both of 
which are already overly burdened? Where do you see the benefit? 

I sincerely feel that the Department of the Army and the Department of Defense need to 
take another look at their recommendations for Fort Pickett and Kenner Army Community 
Hospital. 

Thank you for your time and consideration to the issue I have presented 

Sincerely, 

&&/A- Bi y E. Strickland 

Rt '3, Box 183-B 
Blackstone, VA. 23824 



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

ARLINGTON. VA 2 2 2 0 9  
703-696-0504  

March 10, 1995 

Mr. Billy E. Strickland 
Rt. 3, Box 183-B 
Blackstone, VA 231324 

Dear Mr. Strickland: 

Thank you fix 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 hture of Ft. Pickett. 

You may be certain that the Commission will thoroughly review the information used by 
the Defense Departiment in making its recommendations. I can assure you that the information 
you have provided lwill 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. 

p-el\ Sin,,, ' 

David S. Lyie: 
StaEDirector 



March 6, 1995 

The Defense Base Realignment & Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, DC 22209 

To the Commission: 

As an employee of Fort Pickett and a member of the Fort 
Pickett Support Group, I am writing to ask that you reassess your 
decision to place Fort Pickett on the base closure list. 
Apparently, the initial data used in assessing the military value 
of Fort Pickett was either incomplete, or was not made available 
to the Dept of Army research team. I wish to point out several 
facts that do indeed show the military value of Fort Pickett in 
comparison to other training installations on the Zast Coast. 

a. The Blackstone Army Airfield was recently upgraded at a 
cost of $8 million, enabling C-17s to land (C-17s are considered 
the modern jet transport of the future). 

b. Our ranges have distance shooting capabilities that no 
other bases in the eastern region can boast. We can shoot tanks 
at Fort Pickett - they cannot shoot tanks at Fort Dawson or 
Fort A. P. Hill. 

c. The Marine Corps from Camp Lejeune, N.C. and the Navy 
Seal teams train at Fort Pickett year-round, saving millions of 
dollars in time and travel because of their close proximity to 
Fort Pickett . 

d. The Reserve Component and National Guard unit commanders 
who train their troops at Fort ~ickett, all express the same type 
of training is unavailable anywhere else because of the state-of- 
the-art training facilities available at Fort Pickett. 

It has been said that politics were not involved in the 
decision to close Fort Pickett, however, I question whether the 
Army's decision to include Fort Pickett as a recommended 
candidate for closure to the BRAC commission was influenced by 
the knowledge of internal leadership problems Fort Pickett has 
experienced during the past eighteen months. I hope the Army 
would not sacrifice an entire installation in order to save 
embarassment of using poor judgement in the selection of 
leadership. 

Rt 2, Box 55 
Burkeville, VA 23922 



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

ARLINGTON. VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 10, 1995 

Ms. Dolores J. Mullens 
Rt. 2, Box 55 
Burkeville, VA 23922 

Dear Ms. Mullens: 

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. Pickett. 

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. Lyies 
Staff Director 
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DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON. VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 10, 1995 

Ms. Diane A. Webb 
P.O. Box 593 
Blackstone, VA 23824 

Dear Ms. Webb: 

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 hture of Ft. Pickett. 

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. Lyies 
StaEDirector 



7 March 1995 

The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington VA 22209 

Dear BRAC Commissioner, 

I am writing to voice my concern on the announcement on 28 February 1995. The 
Department of the Army and Department of Defense have recommended Fort Pickett Virginia 
for closure trying to reduce defense spending. If this actually happens, I feel it would be very 
detrimental to the defense mission of this country. 

Where else on the east coast can you find a multi-service training facility that can provide 
ranges and other training facilities to prepare active duty, reserve, and national guard troops for 
their missions. Fort Pickett can do this with a relatively small annual operating budget of 
approximately $16 million. 

The following Fort Pickett assets should be taken into consideration before a final 
decision is made: 

(1) Consisting of approximately 45,000 acres in an area where land values are low in 
comparison to other areas in the east. This area does not have heavy air traffic. Artillery and 
mortar fire can be conducted without danger to aircraft. The surrounding area is thinly populated 
to that the noise fiom artillery and tank fire does not bring complaints fiom the surrounding 
communities. 

(2) An airfield which can accommodate C-130 aircraft. It has a modern 5300 foot 
runway making Fort Pickett accessible to many units. 

(3) 15 direct-fire ranges capable of firing all small arms up to and including .50 
caliber machine gun. 

(4) Four tank ranges that support firing of main tank cannon for tank tables VI 
through VIII (including both stationary and moving targets). 

( 5 )  An approximate 4,000-acre impact area where all types of grenade and anti-tank 
rockets can be used enabling the Air Force and Navy to conduct strafing and bombing exercises 
using F-16s, F-14s, F-18s, A-lOs, and A-6s. It can also accommodate Apache and Cobra attack 
helicopters which can fire rockets and 20130mm cannons into the impact area. 
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(6) A mock combat city for training personnel to operate in urban environments in war 
time and in operations other than those associated with war. This village has 16 buildings strong 
enough for troops to repel onto them from helicopters. It also has an adjacent facility where live 
fire can be used by troops in a village scenario. 

(7) Many lakes and streams where engineers can build bridges and other structures. 

(8) Large open area (airfield and drop zones) for use by airborne units. 

(9) Provides training capabilities for the Federal Bureau of Investigation, police 
organizations, and special operations, such as the Navy Seals. 

(10) A central tank wash facility for cleansing both wheeled and track vehicles. 

(1 1) Is a Mobilization and Training Equipment Site and a Training Equipment 
Concentration Site that can store, maintain, and repair equipment so that it does not have to be 
transported by units coming to train. 

(12) Accessible to at least 100,000 Army Reserve and National Guard troops. 

(13) An Ammunition Supply Point capable of handling 2700 tons of ammo and 
provides as many as 22,245 rounds of artillery, tank and mortar ammo during a single year of 
training. 

(14) A quarry sites where stone is mined for maintaining as many as 240 miles of tank 
trails. 

(1 5) An on-site water treatment and sewage treatment plant which prevents delays 
associated with the permitting process. 

(16) One of the largest mobilization sites on the east coast. Fort Pickett did an 
outstanding job with mobilization during Desert Storm, without an increase in staff. 

(17) Provides heatedlair conditioned barracks for at least 12,000 personnel. The post 
also has chapels, a medical clinic, a modern theater, Post exchanges, a bowling alley, an 
Olympic-size swimming pool, a gymnasium, ball fields, tennis courts and other recreational 
activities for off-duty personnel. 

Where do you see so much savings with the closure of Fort Pickett when training units 
will have to spend more time and money traveling to training sites that do not have the capabilities 
of Fort Pickett. If the Department of the Army and the Department of Defense would make 
sure dl their information is correct and take a closer look at all the facts, they would see that 
these other installations cannot provide the facilities that are available at Fort Pickett. If cuts are 
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necessary, why close an installation that has so much to offer with such a small price tag. 

Also, I would like to comment on the reduction of Kenner Army Community Hospital 
to a clinic. Do they realize that there are thousands and thousands of personnel who utilize the 
medical services provided by that facility? Do they realize the distance people will have to travel 
to secure services at Portsmouth Naval Hospital or Walter Reed Army Medical Center, both of 
which are already overly burdened? Where do you see the benefit? 

I sincerely feel that the Department of the Army and the Department of Defense need to 
take another look at their recommendations for Fort Pickett and Kenner Army Community 
Hospital. 

Thank you for your time and consideration to the issue I have presented. 

Sincerely, 

AlL&Lr/l. &&@ 
%Ada M. Strickland 
Rt 3, Box 183-B 
Blackstone, VA. 23824 



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

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 9, 1995 

Ms. Linda M. Strickland 
Rt. 3, BOX 183-B 
Blackstone, VA 23824 

Dear Ms. Strickland: 

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. Pickett and K e ~ e r  Army Community Hospital. 

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 
StafTDirector 
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Route 2 Box 1532 
Crewe VA 23930 
7 March 1995 

The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington VA 22209 

Dear BRAC Commissioner, 

I am writing to voice my concern on the announcement on 28 February 1995. The 
Department of the Army and Department of Defense have recommended Fort Pickett Virginia 
for closure trying to reduce defense spending. If this actually happens, I feel it would be very 
detrimental to the defense mission of this country. 

Where else on the east coast can you find a multi-service training facility that can provide 
ranges and other training facilities to prepare active duty, reserve, and national guard troops for 
their missions. Fort Pickett can do this with a relatively small annual operating budget of 
approximately $16 million. 

The following Fort Pickett assets should be taken into consideration before a final 
decision is made: 

(1) Consisting of approximately 45,000 acres in an area where land values are low in 
comparison to other areas in the east. This area does not have heavy air traffic. Artillery and 
mortar fire can be conducted without danger to aircraft. The surrounding area is thinly populated 
to that the noise from artillery and tank fire does not bring complaints from the surrounding 
communities. 

(2) An airfield which can accommodate C-130 aircraft. It has a modern 5300 foot 
runway making Fort Pickett accessible to many units. 

(3) 15 direct-fire ranges capable of firing all small arms up to and including .50 
caliber machine gun. 

(4) Four tank ranges that support firing of main tank cannon for tank tables VI 
through VIII (including both stationary and moving targets). 

( 5 )  An approximate 4,000-acre impact area where all types of grenade and anti-tank 
rockets can be used enabling the Air Force and Navy to conduct strafing and bombing exercises 
using F-16s, F-14s, F-18s, A-lOs, and A-6s. It can also accommodate Apache and Cobra attack 
helicopters which can fire rockets and 20/30mm cannons into the impact area. 
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(6)  A mock combat city for training personnel to operate in urban environments in war 
time and in operations other than those associated with war. This village has 16 buildings strong 
enough for troops to repel onto them from helicopters. It also has an adjacent facility where live 
fire can be used by troops in a village scenario. 

(7) Many lakes and streams where engineers can build bridges and other structures. 

(8) Large open area (airfield and drop zones) for use by airborne units. 

(9) Provides training capabilities for the Federal Bureau of Investigation, police 
organizations, and special operations, such as the Navy Seals. 

(10) A central tank wash facility for cleansing both wheeled and track vehicles. 

(1 1) Is a Mobilization and Training Equipment Site and a Training Equipment 
Concentration Site that can store, maintain, and repair equipment so that it does not have to be 
transported by units coming to train. 

(12) Accessible to at least 100,000 Army Reserve and National Guard troops. 

(13) An Ammunition Supply Point capable of handling 2700 tons of ammo and 
provides as many as 22,245 rounds of artillery, tank and mortar ammo during a single year of 
training. 

(14) A quarry sites where stone is mined for maintaining as many as 240 miles of tank 
trails. 

(1 5) An on-site water treatment and sewage treatment plant which prevents delays 
associated with the permitting process. 

(16) One of the largest mobilization sites on the east coast. Fort Pickett did an 
outstanding job with mobilization during Desert Storm, without an increase in staff. 

(1 7) Provides heatedlair conditioned barracks for at least 12,000 personnel. The post 
also has chapels, a medical clinic, a modern theater, Post exchanges, a bowling alley, an 
Olympic-size swimming pool, a gymnasium, ball fields, tennis courts and other recreational 
activities for off-duty personnel. 

Where do you see so much savings with the closure of Fort Pickett when training units 
will have to spend more time and money traveling to training sites that do not have the capabilities 
of Fort Pickett. If the Department of the Army and the Department of Defense would make 
sure all their information is correct and take a closer look at all the facts, they would see that 
these other installations cannot provide the facilities that are available at Fort Pickett. If cuts are 
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necessary, why close an installation that has so much to offer with such a small price tag. 

Also, I would like to comment on the reduction of Kenner Army Community Hospital 
to a clinic. Do they realize that there are thousands and thousands of personnel who utilize the 
medical services provided by that facility? Do they realize the distance people will have to travel 
to secure services at Portsmouth Naval Hospital or Walter Reed Army Medical Center, both of 
which are already overly burdened? Where do you see the benefit? 

I sincerely feel that the Department of the Army and the Department of Defense need to 
take another look at their recommendations for Fort Pickett and Kenner Army Community 
Hospital. 

Thank you for your time and consideration to the issue I have presented. 

Sincerely, 



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

ARLINGTON. VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 9, 1995 

Mrs. Sandy Bernard 
Route 2, Box 1532 
Crewe, VA 23930 

Dear Mrs. Bernard: 

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. Pickett and Kenner Army Community Hospital. 

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 



7 March 1995 

The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington VA 22209 

Dear BRAC Commissioner, 

I am writing to voice my concern on the announcement on 28 February 1995. The 
Department of the Army and Department of Defense have recommended Fort Pickett Virginia 
for closure trying to reduce defense spending. If this actually happens, I feel it would be very 
detrimental to the defense mission of this country. 

Where else on the east coast can you find a multi-service training facility that can provide 
ranges and other training facilities to prepare active duty, reserve, and national guard troops for 
their missions. Fort Pickett can do this with a relatively small annual operating budget of 
approximately $16 million. 

The following Fort Pickett assets should be taken into consideration before a final 
decision is made: 

(1) Consisting of approximately 45,000 acres in an area where land values are low in 
comparison to other areas in the east. This area does not have heavy air traffic. Artillery and 
mortar fire can be conducted without danger to aircraft. The surrounding area is thinly populated 
to that the noise from artillery and tank fire does not bring complaints from the surrounding 
communities. 

(2 )  An airfield which can accommodate C-130 aircraft. It has a modem 5300 foot 
runway making Fort Pickett accessible to many units. 

(3) 15 direct-fire ranges capable of firing all small arms up to and including .50 
caliber machine gun. 

(4) Four tank ranges that support firing of main tank cannon for tank tables VI 
through VIII (including both stationary and moving targets). 

( 5 )  An approximate 4,000-acre impact area where all types of grenade and anti-tank 
rockets can be used enabling the Air Force and Navy to conduct strafing and bombing exercises 
using F-16s, F-14s, F-18s, A-lOs, and A-6s. It can also accommodate Apache and Cobra attack 
helicopters which can fire rockets and 20130mm cannons into the impact area. 
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(6) A mock combat city for training personnel to operate in urban environments in war 
time and in operations other than those associated with war. This village has 16 buildings strong 
enough for troops to repel onto them from helicopters. It also has an adjacent facility where live 
fire can be used by troops in a village scenario. 

(7) Many lakes and streams where engineers can build bridges and other structures 

(8) Large open area (airfield and drop zones) for use by airborne units. 

(9) Provides training capabilities for the Federal Bureau of Investigation, police 
organizations, and special operations, such as the Navy Seals. 

(10) A central tank wash facility for cleansing both wheeled and track vehicles. 

(1 1) Is a Mobilization and Training Equipment Site and a Training Equipment 
Concentration Site that can store, maintain, and repair equipment so that it does not have to be 
transported by units coming to train. 

(12) Accessible to at least 100,000 Army Reserve and National Guard troops. 

(13) An Ammunition Supply Point capable of handling 2700 tons of ammo and 
provides as many as 22,245 rounds of artillery, tank and mortar ammo during a single year of 
training. 

(14) A quarry sites where stone is mined for maintaining as many as 240 miles of tank 
trails. 

(1 5) An on-site water treatment and sewage treatment plant which prevents delays 
associated with the permitting process. 

(16) One of the largest mobilization sites on the east coast. Fort Pickett did an 
outstanding job with mobilization during Desert Storm, without an increase in staff 

(17) Provides heatedlair conditioned barracks for at least 12,000 personnel. The post 
also has chapels, a medical clinic, a modern theater, Post exchanges, a bowling alley, an 
Olympic-size swimming pool, a gymnasium, ball fields, tennis courts and other recreational 
activities for off-duty personnel. 

Where do you see so much savings with the closure of Port Pickett when training units 
will have to spend more time and money traveling to training sites that do not have the capabilities 
of Fort Pickett. If the Department of the Army and the Department of Defense would make 
sure all their information is correct and take a closer look at all the facts, they would see that 
these other installations cannot provide the facilities that are available at Fort Pickett. If cuts are 
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necessary, why close an installation that has so much to offer with such a small price tag 

Also, I would like to comment on the reduction of Kenner Army Community Hospital 
to a clinic. Do they realize that there are thousands and thousands of personnel who utilize the 
medical services provided by that facility? Do they realize the distance people will have to travel 
to secure services at Portsmouth Naval Hospital or Walter Reed Army Medical Center, both of 
which are already overly burdened? Where do you see the benefit? 

I sincerely feel that the Department of the Army and the Department of Defense need to 
take another look at their recommendations for Fort Pickett and Kenner Army Community 
Hospital. 

Thank you for your time and consideration to the issue I have presented. 

Sincerely. 



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

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 9, 1995 

Ms. Darlene C. Nash 
Rt. 4, Box 229A 
Blackstone, VA 23824 

Dear Ms. Nash: 

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. Pickett and Kenner Army Community Hospital. 

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 
Staff Director 



DEFENSE BASE REALIGNMENT & CLOSURE COMMISSION 
1700  N MOORE ST 
SUITE 1 4 2 5  
ARLINGTON,VA 22209 

Dear Commission Members: 

As a Military Retiree and Civil Service worker elgiable 
for retirement,I would like to make a few comments on the 
subject of the FORT PICKETT base closure. 

I feel that the closing of Fort Pickett would be the loss 
of an extremely valuable training facility. Fort Pickett offers 
a vast variety of training that would be hard to replace else- 
where. 

Fort Pickett with it's 45,000 acre facility is idealy 
located for year-round training to a wide variety of combat 
units. With the new airport runway,updated railhead and hard 
to find variety of trainfire ranges,Fort Pickett is ideal for 
Infantry, Armor and Artillary training. 

In the event that Fort Pickett does close as a Federal 
Military Post, I feel that the state of Virginia should take 
a close look at acquiring the post as a state training 
facility. 

With the realignment of reserve forces, combat units will 
move to the National Guard. This will make Fort Pickett a 
valuable asset to the state of Virginia and surrounding states 
for combat unit training. 

Robert L. Williams 
SGM (Ret) VAANG 
DOL Maintenance Div. 
Fort Pickett, Va. 



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

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 8, 1995 

SGM Robert L. Williams, USA (Ret.) 
RR2 Box 333 
Lunenburg, VA 23952-9714 

Dear SGM Williams: 

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. Pickett. 

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, 
2 

David S. Lyles 
Staff Director 
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March 8. 1995 

Ms. Sandra Ragan 
801 W. Carolina Avenue 
Crewe, VA 23930 

Dear Ms. Ragan: 

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 hture of Ft. Pickett. 

You may be certain that the Commission mill 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 
Staff Director 



Otho C. W. Fraher, CAE Certified General Real Estate Appraiser 

809 Lunenburg Avenue 
Blackstone, Virginia 23824-251 7 
Tel. (804) 292-6856 
FAX (804) 292-6939 

March 6,1995 

The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 

My home is Blackstone, Virginia and has been for most of my 56 years. I was a small child when 
Fort Pickett was built. My Junior-Senior Prom was held at Pickett as a gesture from the post 
commander in anticipation of an earlier base closing after the Korean war (the Provost Marshall's 
daughter was a member of my class). 

Frankly, I am appalled at the rank incompetence of the Department of the Army in the 
information that was supplied to the Defense Department in support of the decision to close Fort 
Pickett. I understand that the Army : 

Did not know that the rail siding into the Fort was rebuilt in the past few years. 

Did not know that the main (5,300 foot) runway at the Blackstone Army Air Base had been rebuilt 
within the past two years. 

Was not aware of the tank washing facility that was recently constructed. 

May not have been aware of the refueling training facility that was recently expanded. 

Grossly over estimated the employment and population of the geographic area surrounding the 
Fort, and therefore grossly understated the economic impact of the closure on the nearby area. 
This is in direct conflict with the sworn testimony of the Defense Department to the Commission 
at the hearing on March 1, 1 995. 

I hope that you will either fbrther explain the rationale of the military or reverse completely the 
judgement of the Department of Defense in this instance. 

Further, if in your judgement, Fort Pickett should be closed, I hope that the Army will declare it 
surplus rather than keep it closed and not used to it's full capacity. 

Sincerely, 

Otho C. W. Fraher 

Property Tax Consultant to Government 



March 8. 1995 

Mr. Otho C. W. Fraher, CAE 
809 Lunenburg Avenue 
Blackstone, VA 23824-25 17 

Dear Mr. Fraher: 

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. Pickett. 

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 



Wl ha1 
of Fort 
Sure 1 

these 0th 

7 March 1995 \ 

The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington VA 22209 

Dear BRAC commissioner, / 
I am writing to voice my concern on the announcement on 28 February 1995. The 

Department of the Army and Department of Defense have recommended Fort Pickett Virginia 
for closure trying to reduce defense spending. If this actually happens, I feel it would be very 
detrimental to  the defense mission of this country. 

Where else on the east coast can you find a multi-service training facility that can provide 
ranges and other training facilities to prepare active duty, reserve, and national guard troops for 
their missions. Fort Pickett can do this with a relatively small annual operating budget of 
approximately $16 million. 

The following Fort Pickett assets should be taken into consideration before a final 
decision is made: 

(1) Consisting of approximately 45,000 acres in an area where land values are low in 
comparison to other areas in the east. This area does not have heavy air traffic. Artillery and 
mortar fire can be conducted without danger to aircraft. The surrounding area is thinly populated 
to that the noise from artillery and tank fire does not bring complaints from the surrounding 
communities. 

(2)  An airlield which can accommodate C-130 aircraft. It has a modem 5300 foot 
runway making Fort Pickett accessible to many units. I 

(3) 15 direct-fire ranges capable of firing all small arms up to and including 5 0  
caliber machine gun. I 

(4) Four tank ranges that support firing of main tank cannon for tank tables ' 
through VIII (including both stationary and moving targets). 

( 5 )  An approximate 4,000-acre impact area where all types of grenade 
rockets can be used enabling the Air Force and Navy to conduct strafing and bom? 
using F-16s, F-14s, F-lSs, A-lOs, and A-6s. It can also accommodate Apache r 
helicopters which can fire rockets and 20/30mm cannons into the impact area. 

. F -- ace that &'- - -2 - #- -. . 
* 
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., DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1 700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON. VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 7, 1995 

Mrs. Dorothy A. Abermathy 
10424 Doyle Blvd. Box 38 1 
McKenney, VA 23872 

Dear Mrs. Abermathy: 

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. Pickett. 

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 



' I  \ 

March 6 ,  1995 
I 

The Defense Base Closure and Relignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

Dear ~ir/Madam: 

I am sending this letter to your office in reference to the recent 
purposal to close Ft. Pickett, located in Blackstone, Virginia. I 
attended the press conference held in Blackstone, Virginia on March 
4, 1995. 

I was very surprised to hear some of the information that was told 
to us by Congressman Sisisky and also the Blackstone town 
representatives. From my understanding the information that was 
used for the basis of Ft. Pickett's closure was outdated 
information. Congressman Sisisky reassured all of us attending the 
press conference that the current data would be collected and that 
this information would be forwarded to the appropriate people. I 
worked at Ft. Pickett for 5 years and I know for a fact that this 
military base is of utmost importance to the defense training of 
the United States Military. 

Ft. Pickett provides an excellent training facility for all 
branches of the United States Military. It's artillery training 
ranks second to none in the United States. Pickett also provides 
the realism of combat training in that it provides a mock city 
which can be utilized in providing training for realistic hostage 
situations. Ft. Pickett also has the capability for mobilization, 
which was utilized during the Desert Storm War. LOGEX, the 
logistics exercise which I had first hand working with for the 5 
years that I worked at Pickett also provided outstanding training 
for thousands of military personnel, Navy Seals, Marines, Airforce, 
Army. Ft. Pickett's newest asset is the air strip which was 
completed last year this gives Ft. Pickett the capability to have 
larger aircraft land and train at Ft. Pickett. The Ft. Pickett 
base has numerous training opportunities available for the training 
of troops from every branch of military. 

The Ft. Pickett base is not only a big part of the surrounding 
communities vital income and source of livelihood but the support 
that it provides to the United States Military . I would hope that 
our representatives will be willing to fight this proposal to close 
this vital military installation. 

Our community has banded together to do everything we can possibly 
do to help prevent the closure of Ft. Pickett. I know I speak for 
many other residents as well as myself on the importance of this 
base remaining open. I feel that we as a team can keep this vital 
military base open for the welfare of our troops and our community. 



I work in the Public Service field in Nottoway County and I know 
also what an impact the closure of Ft. Pickett would have on our 
community. We have many residents who work on the military base 
during the summer months. This helps them to support themselves 
and not have to depend on the Welfare System to support their 
families. With the Welfare Reform coming about and all the talk 
of communities helping people to find jobs and work so they can get 
off of Public Assistance I would surely think that with the 
available summer jobs that Ft. Pickett provides that would be 
another plus for the installation. The importance of Ft. Pickett 
to our surrounding counties, Nottoway, Lunenburg, Brunswick, and 
Dinwiddie is very vital. 

I hope that by speaking out that in some small way it may help 
prevent the closure of this vital military post. 

I will be doing everything that I can do to spread the word on what 
Ft. Pickett means to our community and our men in service. The 
training that they can receive at Ft. Pickett is such that no other 
base can provide. 

Thank you for your time and efforts on behalf of my family and all 
that are touched by this situation. 

Sincerely, 



DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1 700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON. VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 7, 1995 

Mrs. Rita Honeycutt 
P.O. Box 19 
Kenbridge, VA 23944 

Dear Mrs. Honeycutt : 

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 fhture of Ft. Pickett. 

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 



March 1, 1995 
J u d i t h  A. Arr ington 3 l6 

Route 3 ,  Box 280 
Blackstone, V i rg in i a  23824 

Dear Honorable S i r :  

I am an employee of For t  P i c k e t t .  I superv ise  a  cohesive team of dedicated 
personnel  t h a t  g ive  s e l f l e s s l y  of themselves i n  the  accomplishment of every 
mission which we a r e  tasked.  A t  t h i s  time of downsizing, t hese  devoted 
employees accept  a l l  missions tasked,  o f t e n  ou t s ide  t h e i r  def ined  job 
d e s c r i p t i o n s ,  t o  i n su re  t h a t  our t roops  r ece ive  the  q u a l i t y  of s e r v i c e  
they so r i g h t l y  deserve f o r  t h e i r  l o y a l t y  t o  our  Nation. 

I n  the  summer months, I am provided a  handfu l1  of temporary employees t o  
supplement my workforce t o  support t he  surge of t roops  t h a t  perform t h e i r  
annual t r a i n i n g ;  f i e l d  t r a i n i n g  o r  i n a c t i v e  duty t r a i n i n g  through t h e  
months of A p r i l  through September. We accept  reduct ions  i n  our temporary 
workforce y e a r l y ,  o f t e n  10-20%, due t o  budget reduct ions .  S t i l l  we meet 
our s o l d i e r s  wi th  q u a l i t y  s e r v i c e  a s  expedi t ious ly  a s  poss ib l e  t o  i n s u r e  
minimal l o s s  of t r a i n i n g  time t o  our customers. A t  Fo r t  P i c k e t t  we have 
learned  t o  provide maximum support  with minimal a s s e t s .  Reductions mean 
work harder ,  provide the  same s e r v i c e ,  and do i t  wi th in  the  e i g h t  (8) hour 
work day. 

For t  P i c k e t t ' s  t r a i n i n g  a r e a s  exceed those of o t h e r  i n s t a l l a t i o n s .  Unlike 
o t h e r  i n s t a l l a t i o n s  we impose no r e s t r i c t i o n s  on a r t i l l e r y  o r  t he  s i z e  of t he  
charge t h a t  can be f i r e d .  To the  people of Nottoway; Lunenburg; Brunswick; 
Dinwiddie and Mecklenburg Counties t he  sound of weapons f i r i n g  i s  the  sound 
of freedom. A r t i l l e r y  f i r e  can be heard p a s t  9  PM and on Sunday's because 
we know t h a t  a  war w i l l  n o t  s top  a t  9  PM a t  n ight  and Sunday's do not  become 
a day of r e s t  f o r  our s o l d i e r s  during wartime. Our tank ranges and a r t i l l e r y  
ranges do no t  have endangered spec i e s  which h inder  t h e i r  u t i l i z a t i o n .  

The Department of Defense d id  not  do t h e i r  homework when they recommended 
t h a t  t he  s o l d i e r s  t r a i n i n g  a t  For t  P i c k e t t  could ge t  t h e  same t r a i n i n g  a t  
o t h e r  i n s t a l l a t i o n s .  Fo r t  P i c k e t t  provides r e a l i s t i c  t r a i n i n g  t o  our 
s o l d i e r s .  I n  a l l  t he  downsizing frenzy have we fo rgo t t en  readiness?  

The t r a i n i n g  u n i t s  we s e e  a t  Fo r t  P i c k e t t  a r e  o f t e n  t h e  f i r s t  t o  r e a c t  t o  
t he  hot  s p o t s  i n  t he  world. The 2d Marine Div is ion;  10 th  Mountain Div is ion;  
many of Fo r t  Bragg's e l i t e  f i g h t i n g  fo rces ;  and even those  t h a t  guard our 
P re s iden t s  of t h e  United S t a t e s ,  t he  3d I n f a n t r y  (The Old Guard). I ts 
the  r e a l i s t i c ,  unhindered t r a i n i n g  a t  For t  P i c k e t t  t h a t  make them the  
r e a d i e s t  i n  defense r ead ines s .  

P l ease ,  honorable s i r ,  on behal f  of Fort  P i c k e t t ' s  worth i n  the  support  of 
our  Nat ional  Defense, the  employees, t h e i r  f a m i l i e s  and the  economic ramif i -  
c a t i o n s  t h i s  c lo su re  w i l l  cause t o  t he  a r e a s  small  country communities support  
u s  i n  a  s t rong  f i g h t  aga ins t  c lo su re .  

' ~ 4 I s s u e  ~ u b s b d c e  Of f i ce r  
For t  P i c k e t t  



DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1 700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 6, 1995 

Ms. Judith A. Arrington 
Troop Issue Subsistence Ofice 
Ft. Pickett 
Route 3, Box 280 
Blackstone, VA 23824 

Dear Ms. Arrington: 

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. Pickett. 

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, 
,-9 -\ 

, / i i  ,ii 
, !  1 / /  A%/,{ : / / / j  I<c 2 - 

i 

David S. ~ ; l e s  
Staff Director 



March 14,1995 

The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commission Members: 

As a business owner, a professional pharmacist, and long time citizen 
of the Town of Blackstone, the news of a possible shut-down of Fort 
Pickett is like a slap in the face to our town. We are proud that Fort 
Pickett is second to none as a training facility that supports this 
region's Active Duty, National Guard, and Reserve troops. Our town 
has worked hand and glove with the folks at Fort Pickett. We have 
upgraded our down town area so the troops when they are here 
training will have a nice place to come for food and relaxation. 
Besides our wonderful locally owned restaurants we have even 
secured national chain restaurants to make our military even more 
at home. 

We also have citizens of Blackstone and the surrounding counties 
who work at Fort Pickett. There is one group of National Guard that 
keeps all the tanks in this part of the country repaired and ready to 
be used in training or for whatever the need. This group has a 
wonderful group of young National Guardsmen who work there and 
live in this area. I am fortunate to have the wife of one of these 
young men working for me as a Pharmacy technician. If something 
happens to his job then it will impact my business as well. My 
business as well as others in Blackstone will be adversely affected by 
this possible shut-down. 

Our town officials have worked hard to have our local airport 
upgraded so that jet planes can land there and we do have rail 
facilities available to Fort Pickett. I would certainly hope you will 
consider reversing any decision to close Fort Pickett. Closing Fort 
Pickett will be a blow not only to our economy but to the very fiber 
that holds our area together. If you could only see for yourself the 
happy faces of our nursing home residents when Fort Pickett 
personnel take them on their yearly fishing trip out to the Fort. 
They help put them aboard the bus, set them up in their wheelchairs 
beside the fishing pond, bait their hooks, help them take off the fish, 



and have a fish fry for their lunch before returning home. This is 
just one of the many intangibles that allow our town and Fort Pickett 
to work together. 

As you probably know, the Town of Blackstone's water supply is 
routed through Fort Pickett where it is treated and then pumped into 
town to supply our water. 

To look only at bottom line costs as a ruler as to what will close and 
what will not, should not be the only consideration in this United 
States of ours. Out here in the country (which I believe is the real 
fabric of our land) we must be able to count on everything available 
to us, and for Blackstone, Virginia that, in large part, is Fort Pickett, 
Virginia. 

Respectfully yours, - 

Robert S. Riffee, R. Ph. 
Nottoway Drug Company 
12 2 South Main Street 
Blackstone, Virginia 23 8 24 



DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1 700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

-- - 
March 15, 1995 

Mr. Robert S. Riffee, R Ph. 
Nottoway Drug Company 
122 South Main Street 
Blackstone, VA 23824 

Dear Mr. Riffee: 

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 h r e  of Ft. Pickett. 

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 
StaEDirector 



March 13, 1995 

The Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

Re: Fort Pickett, Virginia 

Gentlemen: 

This letter is in regards to the possible closure of Fort 
Pickett, Virginia. For the past 18 years I have been a Federal 
Firefighter at Fort Pickett. The closure of this post would 
mean much more than just the loss of MY job. I feel that Fort 
Pickett has far too many assets to even consider its closing. 

Listed below are some of Fort ~ickett's stronger assets: 

RUNWAY: A new 5,300 foot long runway that can 
accommodate C-130 aircraft and the military's newest plane, 
the c-17. To date, units from Maryland, New York, Pennsylvania, 
Texas, Ohio, North and South Carolina, Kentucky and Virginia 
have trained at Fort Pickett because of the new runway. 

RAILHEAD: Ft. Pickett has two completely upgraded 
railheads on the post allowing the trains to arrive and depart 
faster. 

AIRSPACE, IMPACT AREA, FIRING RANGE: Pickett offers 
the Army, a RARE 18,000-foot-high bubble of restricted air space 
in which to practice artillery fire encompassing an impact area 
of approximately 8,000 acres with 20 direct-fire ranges. 

LAND VALUE: Fort Pickett is located in an area where 
land values are low in comparison with other sections of the 
east. It is located in a thinly populated area where noise 
of artillery and tank fire do not bring complaints from the 
civilian population. 

MOCK COMBAT CITY: Pickett has a mock combat city 
that is used not only by military personnel, but also by the a 
Federal Bureau of Investigations, police organizations, special 
operations, to include Navy SEAL teams and others. 

CENTRAL TANK WASH FACILITY: Has a central tank wash 



facility for cleaning both wheeled and track vehicles. It is 
environmentally safe and reduces water consumption by recycling. 

AMMUNITION SUPPLY POINT: Fort Pickett's ASP is capable 
of providing ALL types of ammunition to troops and handling 
as much as 2700 tons of ammo 

HOUSING AND FACILITIES: Can provide heated barracks 
for at least 12,000 personnel, has necessary support personnel 
and other facilities needed for troops such as: 

chapels 
medical clinic 
modern theatre 
post exchange 
fully automated bowling center 
Olympic-size swimming pool 
ball fields 
tennis courts 
restaurants 

STONE QUARRY: Fort Pickett has a stone quarry with 
the capability of maintaining 240 miles of tank trails 

WATER AND SEWER: Fort Pickett has on-site witer 
treatment and sewage treatment plants 

It is my sincere hope that you will seriously take into 
consideration all of the POSITIVE assets that I have listed. 
I am appealing to you to please, strongly consider removing 
Fort Pickett from the base closure list. 

Thanking you in advance for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

L. Michael Arthur, Sr. 
P.O. Box 292 
Victoria, Virginia 23974 



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

ARLINGTON. VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

~ - -  
March IS, 1995 

Mr. L. Michael Arthur, St. 
P.O. Box 292 
Victoria, VA 23974 

Dear Mr. Arthur: 

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. Pickett. 

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, 
P\ 

David S. Lyles 
S tafF Director 



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

March 13, 1995 

Dear Sir or Madam, 

I am writing to express my concern regarding the listing of Ft. Pickett on the first round of base 
closure and realignment candidates. I feel that many issues concerning the installation were over 
looked and were not taken into account. The main issue is that a multi-purpose, multi-force 
training facility like Ft. Pickett is essential in todays military scenario. As a U. S. Army Reserve 
installation, this base not only provides training for active and reserve Army units but we have 
contingents fiom the U. S. Marines, U. S. Navy SEAL teams and the U. S. Air Force utilizing our 
bombing range. This truly makes this base a multi-discipline training facility. 

We are told by unit commanders that they like Ft. Pickett because we do not have the 
environmental constraints that their and other installations have. Ft. Pickett located in a rural 
area does not have noise complaint constraints fiom population centers, it has complete control 
and unrestricted air space use for long range artillery practice and large open areas for tracked 
vehicle maneuvers. Ft. Pickett is not under impediments from endangered species, in fact the 
U. S. Department of Interior, Fish & Wildlife Service completely supports and encourages Ft. 
Pickett's efforts to manage it's endangered species. At a time when most installations have 
environmental restrictions that delay the military mission and training goals it seems very short 
sighted for the Department of Defense to close such a cost effective, multi-force, multi-purpose 
installation like Ft. Pickett. 

In conclusion I would like to state that a base like Ft. Pickett is needed and in terms of future use 
and will pay for itself because it has more all around training potential with less environmental 
training constraints. 

Joe Proffitt 
Rt. 1 box 2225 
Crewe, VA 23930 
(804) 645-2225 



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

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 15, 1995 

Mr. Joe Proffitt 
Rt. I, Box 2225 
Crewe, VA 23930 

Dear Mr. Proffitt: 

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. Pickett. 

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, 
7 

d 

David S. Lyles 
S taR Director 















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

ARLINGTON. VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 14, 1995 

Mr. Bruce Wadford 
Route 1, Box 44-D 
Blackstone, VA 23824 

Dear Mr. Wadford: 

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. Pickett. 

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 
Staff Director 



P O Box 56.2 
Burkevile, VA 23922 
March 12, 1995 

The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Comm.ission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Ladies and Gentlemen: 

We are writing to you to ask to you work to save Ft. 
Pickett, which is extremely importnat to Blackstone. The last 
time that the issue of base closure was discussed, Ft. Pickett 
was on that list. We thought when it was decided to leave it 
open, we had dodged the bullett! Now here we go again! Although 
the I1Cold War" is over, we still need places to train our 
soilders. The United States often has to play the part of peace 
keepers. Not to many years ago we had what we called a war, 
"Desert Stormw. Ft. Pickett makes an excellent training ground 
to train these soilders for battle. No one likes war, but we 
have to be prepared to fight if we must. Some units come to 
Pickett to train with the big cannons, a thing they cannot do on 
their own base. They would have to travel some where else, which 
may be many more miles away, which would cost MONEY!!!! In this 
day in time everyone tries to save money, but closing Ft. Pickett 
is not the answer. If you look at everything, and we mean 
everything Ft. Pickett does; we feel certain that Ft. Pickett 
would remain open. 

I lived in Blackstone for 22 years and still work there. 
My husband, Byron has lived in Nottoway County for most of his 
live. We both want Ft. Pickett to remain OPEN!!! Ft. Pickett is 
Blackstonels lifeline. Ft. Pickett has always had a close 
relationship with Blackstone. For many years Ft. Pickett has put 
on a show for the Fourth of July. Many people come to it from 
Nottoway and the surrounding counties. Many people also come to 
Ft. Pickett to take advantage of the good fishing and hunting. 
The different troups who come to Ft. Pickett provide a good 
source of income to the local merchants. Blackstone has always 
looked foward to the time of year when what was known as LOGEX 
come to Pickett. They always pump a lot of money into the town's 
economy. The waitresses at the local resturants get tipped real 
good when they come. So many people would loose their jobs if it 
closed. Three of the people who work with me at Blackstone 
Family Practice have husbands who work there. One of the ladies1 



husband was transferred to Ft. Pickett around three years ago. 
They have recently bought an old run down house and have worked 
very hard to restore it. It would be a shame for them to take up 
stakes and move again after only a few years. The other two 
ladies husbands have worked there for many, many years. They 
raised there families here. Think what they would feel like if 
they were forced to move because Ft. Pickett was closed. The 
land would just sit there and go to nothing. 

My mother, Mildred Felts, has lived near Ft. Pickett most of 
her life. It may get noisy at times with the machine gun fire 
and cannons going off, but in no way does she want Ft. Pickett to 
close. I am sure this is the sentiment of many people who live 
not only in Blackstone, but the people in the surronding areas as 
well. 

Sincerly, 



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

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 14, 1995 

Mr. and Mrs. Shelton 
P. 0. Box 562 
Burkde ,  VA 23922 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Shelton: 

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. Pickett. 

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 
Staff Director 





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

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 14, 1995 

Mrs. Kathleen S. Hamlett 
Route 1, Box 2-M 
Blackstone, VA 23824 

Dear Mrs. Hamlett: 

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. Pickett. 

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 



Conley D. & Brigitte Pennington 
Route 1, box 174 B - 
Victoria, VA 23974 

March 12, 1995 

The Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Ref Fort Pickett, Virginia 

We are writing in support of removing Fort Pickett, Virginia, from the Base Closure list. Fort 
Pickett is the life line of the seven surrounding counties; its closure would have devastating effects 
on this already economically depressed area. 

But more importantly, we understand from the many, many troops that train annually in Fort 
Pickett, that it is one of the best training sites on the east coast. We understand that certain types 
of training, for instance training that requires the use of air-space, cannot be conducted at other 
sites. It doesn't make much sense to close a very good training site, thus requiring that troops 
such as the Marines from North Carolina, the Navy Seals, the 10th Mountain Division, and many 
others travel much longer distances to conduct less superior training because of site limitations. 
Obviously, the added travel expenses will minimize if not negate the possible savings from closing 
Fort Pickett, while reducing the readiness of our troops. 

We are sure that you are aware of many other reasons to keep Fort Pickett open, especially the 
faulty information that was used for the initial decision to include Fort Pickett on the list. Please 
reconsider your present recommendation and remove Fort Pickett from the Base Closure list 
before submitting the list. Thank you. 

Sincerely, 



DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1 700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON. VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 14, 1995 

Mr. and Mrs. Conley D. Pennington 
Route 1, Box 174 B 
Victoria, TX 23974 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Pennington: 

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 hture of Ft. Pickett. 

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 
Staff Director 



March 8, 1995 

The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington VA 22209 

Dear BRAC Commissioner, 

I would like to voice my concern over the possible closure of Fort Pickett at Blackstone, 
Virginia and the possible downgrading of Kenner Army Community Hospital at Fort Lee, 
Virginia, to a clinic. 

As you know, many military families reside in the communities surrounding Fort Pickett 
and Fort Lee. These personnel (both retired and dependent) rely on the medical services provided 
by the USA Health Clinic at Fort Pickett and Kenner Army Community Hospital. Thousands and 
thousands of personnel would be affected if the above recommendations are carried out. Patients 
would be required to travel to Portsmouth Naval Hospital or Walter Reed Army Medical Center 
for needed medical treatment. These medical facilities are already overly burdened and, more than 
likely, will not accept the additional workload. Most of the patients would be sent out under 
CHAMPUS. This great number of patients could result in an astronomical dollar amount of 
CHAMPUS claims, resulting in a greater cost to the Department of the Army and the Department 
of Defense than if they had kept the existing medical facilities at Fort Pickett and Fort Lee just as 
they are now. 

I trust you will give much thought and consideration to this matter. 

Sincerely, b( pph &- k4 
VINc~iq T ~ S  ~ ~ K U W R K ~  MD 

(2, .D . 



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

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 13, 1995 

Dr. Vicentas Kudirka 
401 Brunswick Avenue 
Blackstone, VA 23824 

Dear Dr. Kudirka: 

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 h r e  of Ft. Pickett and Kenner Army Community Hospital. 

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, 

l I I @ d  L 

David S. Lyles 
StaEDiector 
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DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1 700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 13, 1995 

Mr. J.R Pool 
Garrett, Moon & Pool, Inc. 
P.O. Box 112 
Blackstone, VA 23 824 

Dear Mr. Pool: 

Thank you for providing the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission with 
idonnation pertinent to the present round of base closure and realignment recommendations. I 
appreciate your interest in the &re of Ft. Pickett. 

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, 

u 
David S. Lyles 
S t a g  Director 



WILLIAM E. AUSTIN 
ROUTE 1 BOX 480 

CREWE, VIRGINIA 23930 

March 7, 1995 

The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

To Whom It May Concern: 

This letter is in regard to the recommendation that the 
Department of Defense does not feel it needs Fort Pickett, Virginia 
any longer. The defense of this nation and of other countries in 
the world depend upon the readiness of the U. S. Armed Forces for 
any attack that takes place here or around the world, such as 
Kuwait. 

During Desert Storm, Fort Pickett was one of the main 
mobilization posts used for readying equipment for different units 
to be sent to the aid of Kuwait. Numerous personnel on post 
willingly worked long hours to see that this work was carried out 
as quickly and efficiently as possible and are still willing if the 
need arises again. This is just one example of what Fort Pickett 
has and will do when called upon. 

We have ranges and training areas at Fort Pickett to train 
artillery (heavy and light) and soldiers from every part of the 
military. Examples of this can be seen by our training areas 
utilized by Army, Army Reserves, National Guard, Navy and with our 
new airport, even the Air Force. We have, as an example of our 
excellent tank ranges, TEXCOM at Fort Pickett, now running tests 
for new weaponry on tanks that Fort Bragg did not have the 
capability for testing. We have a MOUNT/MAC training area at Fort 
Pickett that is utilized by different agencies to have personnel 
ready for acts of terrorism (which is something the whole world 
must face after seeing what happened in New York). 

Having built our new airport, equipment, personnel and 
supplies can be moved quicker and more efficiently than ever at 
Fort Pickett. We have Reserve and National Guard units already 
here to maintain and transport equipment as needed. In addition, 
we have railroad access on post, with a new railroad head to load 
and unload equipment, supplies and personnel as needed by the Armed 
Forces. 



Page 2 

At Fort Pickett, we have all types of BOQs, barracks, mess 
halls, administration buildings, warehouses and motor pools for 
training and housing in the event of a crisis. We have a clinic on 
base with air transport and ambulances in case of injury. We have 
an unlimited supply of fresh water, having the Fort Pickett 
Reservoir and Nottoway River at our disposal. We also have an 
Ammunition Supply Point for ammunition as needed. These are just 
some of the benefits Fort Pickett contributes to the Department of 
Defense and will continue if given the chance. 

As far as the economical impact on this area if Fort Pickett 
were closed, we would see a devastating effect upon the economy of 
the surrounding area. Three of the five counties surrounding Fort 
Pickett are below the poverty level currently, not to mention what 
would happen to the Town of Blackstone if the military and 
civilians left this area. To close Fort Pickett would make the 
45,000 plus acres here on post worthless to any industry or resale 
value for the Department of Defense. Please remember that this is 
a rural area! 

I appreciate your consideration of this letter. 

Respectfully, 
A 

William E. Austin 



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

ARLINGTON. VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 13, 1995 

Mr. William E. Austin 
Rt. 1, Box 480 
Crewe, VA 23930 

Dear Mr. Austin: 

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. Pickett. 

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, 
7 

David S. Lyles 
Staff Director 
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