
This is in response to your letter to the S e c r m  of the Army, dated March 17, 1995, regarding 

the Detroit Army Tank Plant. We appreciate the oppo~tunity to respond to your most recent 

questions concerning the Detroit Army Tank Plant. It i!, our desire to do what is right for the 

Army and our nation's defense. 

The Amy has not attempted to use the base closure pro,cess for any purpose other than reducing 

infias1:ructure. As you are aware, a force that is declinin.g fiom 770,OOCD to 

495,060 active duty soldiers with a much smaller budget cannot afford to maintain inflastructure 

at the present size. This demands that we eliminate facilities and installations no longer 

required, that are redundant, or can be replaced by the clornrnercial sector. Unfortunately, doing 

so requires the Army to eliminate soldiers, civilians, and contractors who have been our partners 

in defense. 

The Army is sensitive to all jobs that are affected, whethler they are soldiers, civilian or 

contractors. Of course, the 149 civilian contract emplo!rees of the tank plant are affected, 

since tihe current contract work will end by 1997. When DoD assesses personnel impacts, it 

measures them against the total economic area to determine whether any region is 

disproportionally affected. The impact on the Detroit area is less than l'% (-0067). 

It is always unfortunate when highly trained, technically proficient, and staunchly loyal people 

lose their jobs. However, past experience shows that the redevelopment of closed bases create 

new jobs. Since 1961, 90,000 civilian jobs were eliminated as a result of' bases closing. Over 

170,000 jobs, almost twice as many, have been created to replace them. 

The response to your follow-on questions is attached. 
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DETROIT ARMY TANK PLANT 
QUESTIONS FROM REPRESENTATIVE SANDER LEVIN 

OF MICHIGAJV 

1. What is the basis for the Army's claim that closim~g the Detroit Tank Plant would result 
in a olne-time closing cost of $1 million? I would appreciate a breakdown of what the $1 
milliaa would be spent on and what work would be iinvolved. If the estimate is based on a 
standard formula for closing bases, explain why this formula is applicable to the Detroit 
Tank Plant. 

The one-time closing cost of $1.4 million is an estimate of actual shutdown wsts. These costs 
include such things as care and preservation, cleaning, and minimal utilities necessary to prevent 
damages to either the physical plant or equipment. DoLI's standard factor of $1.25 is the basis 
for the calculation and is applied against the total square: footage of the facility in question. For 
the Detroit Tank Plant, the certified square footage was reported as 1,149,000 feet. The standard 
factor was the basis for similar calculations for all closing installations. 

2. Dales the Army's closing cost estimate assume any costs associated with moving 
equipment out of the tank plant, or will the machinery be left where it is? 

No. Without any additional new tank procurements andl considering the capabilities of the Lima 
Tank :Plant, it was not necessary to relocate plant equip~nent for missio~i requirements. All 
sustaining work for heavy combat vehicles is accomplished at the Army's maintenance depots. 
Cornniercial capabilities already exist for much of what is being done at Detroit. Furthermore, the 
facility along with the machinery could become available during the property disposal process. 

3. In 1989, the Army prepared a cost estimate for dlosing the Detroit Tank Plant. My 
understanding is that the Army's 1989 etimate placed the cost of dosing the tank plant a t  
$100 ]million to $135 million. Why does the Army now indicate tha~t the cost will be 100- 
times lower than its earlier estimate? 

Much has happened since 1989 that make closing Detroit a necessary and inexpensive action. At 
the time the 1989 estimate was prepared, the Detroit Tank Plant was a M y  operational tank plant 
with extensive work being done. Closure at that time would have involved considerably more 
expense to include voiding contracts, moving of personnel and equipment. A considerable 
amount of the 1989 costs were associated with trader, mothballing (layaway), and or disposition 
of the plant equipment - a cost not required with the current recommendation. At that time, there 
was still an expectation for substantial Foreign Military !Sales. Today, the political face of the 
world is changed, we do not face a major Cold War foe, the world economic posture is dierent, 
and we no longer have the military requirements that make it necessary to retain Detroit. 

4. Wlhat was the basis for the Army's claim that ~los~ing the tank plant will result in a net 
savings of $8 million during the implementation period? Once again, please provide a 
comp~rehensive breakdown of the component savings. 



These savings are associated with reductions in base operating expenses that include utilities, care 
and preservation, etc. The Army estimates these savings to be $9.4 million over the six-year 
implementation period. After subtracting the $1.4 million in costs over the same six-year period, 
the net savings are $8 million. Closing the tank plant vvill result in a reduction of approximately 
37% of the Detroit Arsenal Real Property Maintenance Activity (RPMA) account and 9% Base 
Operating Support account, based on square footage. 

5. The Army's Base Closure and Realignment Report indicates there "are no known 
environmental impediments at the realigning site ". What is the basis for this statement? I 
woulld appreciate knowing what steps the Army took to inventory. possible environmental 
prob~lems. Please provide my office with copies of the actual environmental impact 
asserisments or inventories. 

This statement is based upon extensive review and anal.ysis of available certified environmental 
data. 

The ,4rrny1s BRAC 95 Environmental Impact Considercation Process: 

The process was initiated with the development and issuance of the Installation Environmental 
Baseline Survey (IEBS). This collected and certified all. available data within the established major 
environmental categories defined in the DoD BRAC Policy Guidance. 

The 13nvironmental Review Committee (ERC) reviewed and coordinated the certified data with 
the BRAC Environmental Coordinators (BECs) in the field ensuring data accuracy. 

Installlation Environmental Narratives were developed for all study candidates, from the certified 
data czall, producing an environmental snap-shot or status quo. 

The IZRC performed a red-flag check on all study candidates, analyzing data concurrently during 
the development of recommendations. This analysis rn~onitored study candidates for potential 
impetliments/impacts at realigning, closing and receiving situations. 

Analysis was refined during the final stages of recommendation develo:pment, ensuring that all 
major- environmental concerns defined by DoD were considered. 

The a.ttached four enclosures provide specifics of the erlvironmental impact consideration process. 

Enclosure - A: The BRAC 95 Installation Environmental Baseline Survey (IEBS) for 
Detroit ArsenaVTank Plant (DATP). The IEBS becomes the foundation for analysis. 
From this certified data, Army subject matter experts begin analysis for environmental 
considerations in conjunction with additional coordination with Major Commands' BRAC 
Environmental Coordinators (BECs). 

Enclosure - B: The Installation Environmental Narrative developed by the ERC, 
providing a snap-shot of DATP's environmental condition. The 



narrative is static data not associated with any pauticular BRAC action. 

Enclosure - C: The Environmental Impact Consideration Statement (EICS), developed 
by the ERC, identifies the potential environmentlli consequences for closing DATP taking 
into account all certified environmental information available. The EICS evaluates 
impediments in all major environmental categories established by the DoD BRAC 95 
Policy Guidance. In addition to relying on d e d  data calls, all environmental analysis 
depends upon close [is supported via] coordination between the ERC and BECs. 

Enclosure - D: BRAC 95 DoD Policy Guidance Memo3 outlining the major 
environmental concerns to be analyzed by all Do:D components. 

6. Did the Army perform any tests of the soil from tlhe infield of the tank test track 
adjoining the plant? If not, why not? Has the Army investigated its records concerning 
the possibility that the infield was used to bury waste? 

Yes, the Army has checked all available records and done extensive testing in the infield area for 
the possibility of waste burial. While no positive waste burial was identified, some soil 
contarnination was present. Soil tests and well monitoring via various studies have revealed low 
levels of Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs), Base-Nt:utralfAcids (BNAs), dissolved metals, 
chlorities, sulfate, oil and grease in the vicinity of the test track. These conditions are indicative of 
waste streams fiom industrial processes, typical of the olperations at Detroit Arsenal Tank Plant. 

The most recent data (1993) collected indicates that the concentration & migration rates for 
contarninants are minimal, and in some cases declining. The Army Corps of Engineers is currently 
in the process of developing a Remedial Action Plan (RAP), in cooperation with Michigan 
Department of Natural resources (MDNR), for the area in order to prevent krther migration of 
the contaminants and as a basis for petitioning the State for the formal closure of the site and 
removal flom the State Contaminated Site List. 

7. Did the Army perform any tests of the soil uoderr~eath the cod pile next to the power 
house adjacent to the tank plant? If not, why not? 

No. The Army used current data and existing reports, in accordance with DoD BRAC 95 Policy 
Guidance. DoD recognized that new tests at all potentiall BRAC sites would be logistically 
impos!sible, exhaust all available resources, and would be difficult to accomplish in the short time 
flame available. In addition, the Army already has a separate Environmental Restoration Program 
which deals with contamination at the installation level. 

The Amy did not see any need to test under the coal pile. There are no indications or reasons to 
expect hazardous wastes to be buried at that location. There are several monitoring wells and 
testing devices installed adjacent to the coal pile as part of the sampling program for the test track 
remediation project for which the findiigs indicate that t:here is no wastc: buried beneath the coal 
pile. 



8. I u~nderstand that there was an underground tank for waste oil near the south entrance 
to the power house. The area above the tank has since been paved over. Is the 
underground tank still there? I have heard reports !:hat the tank used to leak. Has the 
Army tested the soil for contamination? If not, why not? 

No, th~e Underground Storage Tank (UST) tank has been removed. 

An Army Corps of Engineers study indicated that the site had been contaminated by petroleum. 
As p a t  of the UST removal project, the contaminated soil was remediated. 

9. The Army's March 3 letter to me indicated the Department had performed an economic 
analysis of combining the gun mount work at  either the Rock Island Arsenal or the Detroit 
Tank Plant. Please send me a copy of this analysis. 

A cop:y of the requested economic analysis is attached at Enclosure E. 





B U C  95 INSTALLATION ENVIRONMENTAL BASELINE SURVEY - 

Detroit Arsenal - 26155 
and Detroit Arsenal Tank Plant 

1. L4ND USE. 

a. Land Availability (estimated quantities in acres). 

(1) Installation total 
(2) Cantonment area 
(3) Maneuver area 
(4) Training lands designated as 

sensitive/mar&al by 
ITAMStLCTA monitoring 

(5) Firing Ranges 
(6) Non-Impact Firing Range 
(7) Wetlands Sec 404 area 
(8) Other (Surface water areas; 

set aside unique areas; i.e., 
recreation habitat, forests; 
restricted use areas such as 
landfills, contaminated sites, 
safety zones. 

b. Air Space. 

(1) Restricted Air Space. lV/A 
(2) Extent of Installation Compatible 

Use Zones (ICUZ) or Noise and 
Accident Potential Zone (NAPZ) N/A 

2. THREATENED OR ENDANGERED SPECIES (PLANTS A N D  ANIMALS). 

A threatened or endangered (TES) survey was performed (dated 6 March 1991) by the 
US Fish & Wildlife Service (USFWS) LAW Section 7(c) oft he Endangered Species Act. 
No known endangered plants or animals were found. 



BRAC 95 INSTALLATION ENVIRONMENTAL BASELINE SURVEY 

Detroit Arsen J - 26155 
and Detroit Arsenal Tank Plant 

3. CVLTURAL RESOURCES. 

a. No Historic Preservation Plan or Cultural Resources, Management Plan has been 
prepared for this facility. 

b. The installations are currently undergoing a historical survey through the Corps of 
Engineers-Fort Worth District (COE-FW) undtx an Army Environmental Center contract. 

c. An archeological survey will be conducted fcbr the Arsenal as part of the COE-FW 
survey. 

4. IIYERASTRUCTURE ISSUES. 

a. Potable Water. 

All potable water is provided by the city of Warren, Michigan through commercial 
contract. Annual cost is $13 1,117. Maximum capacity is 10.856 MGD, with an 
average daily use of 0.465 MGD. 

b. Wastewater. 

Waste water service is provided by the City of Warren,, Michigan. The maximum 
capacity is 7.52 MGD, with an average daily usage of 0.325 MGD. The 
installation has a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) 
permit. 

c. Solid Wastes. 

Solid waste removal is provided througih commercial contract, with an annual cost 
of $106,132 ($19.04/ton), and an average daily volume of 15.27 tondday. 



BWLC 95 INSTALLATION ENVIRONIMENTAL BASELINE SURVEY - 

Detroit Arsenal - 26155 
and Detroit Arsenal Tank Plant 

5. AIR QUALITY. 

a. The installation is in the Southeastern Michigan, Environme~ital Protection Agency 
@PA) Region V, and Michigan Department of lvatural Resources, Livonia District. 

b. The region is in a non-attainment area for particulates, (sulfi.ir dioxide, nitrogen 
dioxide, and lead). All are listed as serious. 

c. Air pollution sources on the installation are: :Boilerhouse, paint booths, vehicle exhaust, 
and tra££ic. 

d. The installation has no air emission credits. 

e. The installation reports an air compliance project for the Design Modlfjl Central 
Heating Plant. 

f The installation is in a critical air quality region. 

6. HAZARDOUS MATERIALSISITES. 

a. Use of hazardous materials. 

The installation does not hold any Resoilrce Conservation and Recovery Act 
(RCRA) permits. 

b. Contaminated sites. 

One Defense Environmental Restoration Account (DEEM) eligible site has been 
identified (Seld  area of the test track), during the assessment conducted by the 
COE-Nashville contractor, JAYCOR (6 Dec 93). 

c. PCB, Asbestos, Lead Paint, d R A D O N  issues. 

A PCB survey has been completed, 22 mntaminated tridormers were identified, 
with 4 replaced between May 92 and May 93. 

c l  Underground Storage Tanb (USlJ. 

There are 10 active tanks. All have bee11 inspected withi no failures. 



BWLC 95 INSTALLATION ENVIRONMENTAL BASELINE SURVEY - 

Detroit Arsenal - 26155 
and Detroit Arsenal Tank Plant 

e. Raa50~~:tive Materials and Sources 

The installation holds the following Nucl.ear Regulatory Commission (NRC) andlor 
DA licenses: NRC 21-01222-02 byproduct license used to calibrate radiac 
instruments, support TACOM R&D effc~rts and to act as level ash detectors for 
coal dust bunkers; NRC 29-01022-08 by-product license for Instrument 
AN/UDM-2 containing Strontium 90 usxi to calibrate radiac instruments for the 
Army, DA authorizations for A2 1-12-02 source license for Radium 226 used to 
calibrate radiac instruments and used in detection instrumentation; and DA Permit 
2 1 -DATP- 12-03 authorizes installation/mounting of Tritium and Thorium 
radioactive commodities intolonto M1 and M60 tanks during tank production. 

NRC 21-01222-02 afFects three (3) builclings. Two builtfings have only one room 
with the radioactive materials. The third building has radioactive sources 
throughout the facility. Two of the buildjigs have built in sources, which will 
require removal, survey and disposal of sources. One of the buildings will require 
survey, disposal of sources and likely dec;ontamination, for the one room affected. 
Located in one building and in one room, the AN/UDM.-2 would only have to be 
relocated. Area survey and source wipes show no contamination. DA 
Authorization A21-12-02 source is located in one building and in one room. The 
room is the same room indicated above, ,which requires survey, disposal of sources 
and maybe decontamination. DA Permit 2 1-DATP-12-03 is located in one 
building, General Dynamics Land System Division (GDIA) under the permit, is 
responsible for decontamination of premises and restoration of the premises to the 
original condition for unrestricted use 1A.W U.S. NRC (:riteria, upon completion 
of project or contract. 

7. O1lXJ3R ISSUES, CONSTRAINTS. 

No other significant issues or constraints are kncwn. 

8. REVENUE GENERATING PROGRAMS. 

There are no revenue generating programs, except paper recycling which shows a 
profit of about $3000 per year. 



BRPLC 95 INSTALLATION ENVIROMMENTAL BASELINE SURVEY - 

Detroit Arsenal - 26155 
and Detroit Arsenal Tank Plant 

9. PIXOGRAMMED ENVIRONMENTAL COSTS. 

a. Summary of environmental compliance costs: ($000) 

FUNDED 
FY 94 $300 
N 95 $623 
N 96 0 
FY 97 0 
FY 98 0 
FY 99 0 

$923 

b. Summary of environmental restoration costs ($000). 

FUNDED 
FY 94 $ 250 
FY 95 1,600 
FY 96 1,143 
N 97 457 
FY 98 0 
FY 99 0 

$3,450 

ACRONYMS - 

AICUZ Air Installation Compatible Use Zone 
ICUZ Installation Compatible Use Zone 
ITAMS Integrated Training Area Management System 
LCTA Land Condition Trend Analysis 
404 Wetlands Regulated Wetlands 





B R f l C  - 95 INSTALLATION ENVIRONMENTAL NARRATIVE 

Detroit Arsenal / Tank Plant 

Detroit Arsenal Tank Plant consists of 341 acres. A threatened, or endangered species 
(TES) survey has not been conducted. Historic building and archeological resource surveys are 
currently ongoing. 

All potable water is provided by the City of Warren, MI with a maximum capacity of 
10.8!j6 million gallons per day (MGD) and an average daily usage of 0.465 MGD. The National 
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) pemlitted wastewater service provided by the 
City of Warren has a maximum capacity of 7.52 MGD and an average daily usage of 0.325 MGD. 
Solid. waste removal is provided through commercial ontract with an average daily volume of 
1 5.2'7 tondday . 

The air quality region is in a non-attainment for serious levels of particulates, sufir 
dioxide, nitrogen dioxide, and lead. The installation has identified major air compliance projects. 
The installation has identified one Defense Environmerital Restoration Account @ERA) eligible 
site. Twenty-two Polychlorinated Biphenyl (PCB) cocltaminated transformers have been 
identified and four were replaced. The installation holds two Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
(NRlC) licenses, a Department of the Army @A) authorization and a DA permit for radioactive 
mate:rials and sources. 

The only revenue generating program is recycling, which generates approximately $3.0 K 
per year. Funded and unhded compliance costs for I T  94 - FY 99 1:otal$3.0 M, and h d e d  
and .unfbnded restoration costs for FY 94 - N 99 total $3.45 M. 





E N V I R O N M E N T A L  I M P A C T '  C O N S I D E R A T I O N S  - - . . - - - - - . - - - 

SUMblARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES RESULTING FROM CLOSURE OR REALIGNMENT - 

INSTALLATION: DETROIT ARSENAL / TANK PLANT 
INSTALLATION TYPE: COMMODITY 
REClOMMENDATION & ANALYSIS: REALIGN DETROIT AKSENAL 

SIGPTWICANT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT: YES NO-X:- 

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS BYMAJOR UTEGORE 

1 .  YES- NO-X- LAND USE m G / M A F J E U V E R  LANDS, WETLANDS ETC..): 

The installation contains a total of only 80 acre:s, of which there are no Integrated Training 
Area Management System (ITAMS) sensitive training lands or wetlands. There are no 
limitations to closure or disposal. 

2. YES- NO-X- THREATENED OR ENDANGERED SPECIES: 

There are no threatened or endangered species or habitats on th.e installations. There are no 
limitations to closure or disposal. 

3. Y E S  NO - X - HISTORICALICULTURAL RESOURCES, ARCHEOLOGICAL SITES: 

Cultural resources status as applicable to disposal are: 
* No Historic Building survey has been performed. 
* No archeology survey has been performed. 

4. YES- NO - X - INFRASTRUCIWIW@OTABABLE & WASTEWATER, SOLID WASTE): 

Infrastructure services are rendered via contract. There are no limitations to continued like 
use. 

5. YES- NO-X- AIR QUALITY: 

The region is in non-attainment for particulates, s u b  dioxide, nitrogen dioxide, and lead. 



E N V I R O N M E N T A L  I M P A C T  C O N S I D E R A T I O N S  
SUMMARY OF ENVIRONIMENTAL CONSEQUENCES RESUL T?NG FROM CLOSURE OR REALIGNMENT - 

6. Y E S  NO-X- HAZARDOUS MATERLALS/WAS~S: 

There are no Resource Conservation and Recovczry Act (RCRA) permits 
There is one Defense Environmental Restoration Account @EM) eligible site identsed 
The installation is not on the National Priority L~st (NPL). 

7. Y I 3 S  NO-X- ENVIRONMENTAL COSTS: 

Installation Compliance costs (FY94-FY99) - $5.5 M 
Installation Restoration costs (FY94-FY99) - $3..45 M 
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DIRECTORS OF THE DEFENSE AGENCIES 

SUBJECT: 1995 Base Realignments and Closures (BRAC 95) -- Policy 
Memorandum Three 

Background - 
This memorandum is the third in a series of additional 

policy guidance implementing the Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment A c t  of 1990 (Public Law 101-510), as amended, and the 
Deputy Secretary's 1995 Base R e a l i g n m e n t s  and Closures (BRAC 95) 
guidance of January 7 ,  1994, 

Finis1 Selection Criteria - 
- - 

The 1995 Base Closure and Realignment (BFWC 95) Selection 
Criteria at attachment one, required by Section 2903(b) of Public 
Law 101-510, form the basis, along with the force structure plan, 
of the base closure and realignment process. These criteria were 
provided by the Deputy Secretary's brovember  2, 1994, memorandum. 
DoD components shall use these criteria in the base structure 
analysis to nominate BRAC 95 closure or realignment candidates. 
The criteria will also be used by the 1995 Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Commission in their review of the Department of 
Defense final recommendations. 

* Activities in Leased Space - 
This expands on the policy guidance contained in the 

9epSecDef January 7, 1994, BRAC 95 memorandurrt. 

DoD Component organizations located in ].eased space are 
subject to Public Law 101-510. Ci~rilian personnel authorizations 
of organizations in leased space, which are part of an 
orgzzization located on a nearby military installation or one 
within the same metropolitan statistical area (MSA), shall be 
considered part of the civilian personnel authoriz~r:on of that 



instal.lation. Certain military activit.ies performed in leased ' 

facilities constitute an installation because of common mission, 
permanently authorized personnel, and separate support structure. 
Esch DoD component should aggregate the remaining civilian 
aersonnel authorizations of their orgar l i zz r ions  i.n ieaseii spccz 
xithin a MSA and consider the aggregate tc be a single 
installation for applying the numerical thresholds of Public 
Law 101-510- In aggregating leased space activities in the 
National Capital Region (NCR), the NCR, as defined by the 
National Capital Planning Act (40 USC 71), will be used as the 
MSA . 

This expands on the policy guidance contained in the Under 
Secretary of Defense (Acquisition and Technology) memorandum of 
May 31, 1994 (Policy Memorandum One). 

o Medicare Costs Medicare Costs will not be included in DOD 
Component cost analyses. The Medicare program consists of 
part A (hospital and related costs) and Part B (supplemental 
costs). Part A is financed by M.edicare payroll taxes, The 
only appropriated funds used to support Medicare are those 
portions of the Part B costs that exceed the monthly 
premiums paid by the members/berreficiaries. Therefore, 
total Medicare appropriations w i l l  not significantly change 
return on investment calculatio~~s - 

o Unemolovment Costs The Militarly Departments and Defense 
Agencies annually budget unemployment conlsributions to the 
Federal Ehployees compensation ,Account for DoD military and 
civilian employees. DoD Components should include the 
contributions to this account attributable to closures and 
realignments in their cost ca1c:ulations. However, state 
unemployment costs will not be included in DoD component 
cost analyses since such costs result only indirectly from 
BRAC actions and would not be borne by DUD. 

o Costs to other Federal Asencies  and State and Local 
Governrne~rs In general, DoD components need not consider 
costs or savings to other federal agencies and state and 
local governments in their calculations of BRAC 95 costs an< 
savings. 

There are, however, a limited number of circumstances whex? 
DoD components should include the costs of BR.AC 95 actions to 
otner Federal X g e z - ; ~ ~  in their cost calcclations. Costs to 
other Federai A.genc;es should be included only when they are 
measurable, identifiable costs that DoD would incur as a direct 
r~sult of BXK-related actions. T!2e key distlinguishing features 
of costs to other federal zzencies that s 5 o u l d  be included is (1 
309 is unambic-~ously responsible for payizg such costs and (2: 
such costs woxld be incurred as a direct, rather than indirect, 
result of BP&C actions. 



For example, if a BRAC-related action would result in early 
termination of a lease agreement with the General Services 
AL~,inistration, and the lease agreement contains a provision that 
.-;-.. - .-,?F - -  Do9 to pay a penalty for breaking the lease, then the 
a:-sant of the penalty should be included in cost calculations. 
Sizilarly, DoD components should include unemployment insurance 
c c s t s  for which they are liable. Both of these are costs to DoD 
that result directly from BRAC actions. In contrast, DoD 
cczponents need not consider cost impacts that BRAC actions could 
have on Federal programs such as Medicare because (1) such costs 
would not be borne by DoD and (2) they result only indirectly , .. --- 

from BRAC actions, or ( 3 )  result from base reuse activities, 
.. . . .  . . .  - . - . .  . .  . . . . .'.--+.--. LG-.A."L UL : .---. ..-- k -. - .  - . ^  _ _ _ _  ^ . _ _ -  . .  . . . - 

CO3RA Analyses of Cross-Service/Aqencv Scenarios 

The Military Departments and Defense Agencies will use the 
following procedure for developing COBIIA runs for- closure and 
realignment scenarios involving more than one Mi1-i tary Department 
or Defense Agency: 

o Military Departments or Defense Agencies hawing cognizance 
over a losing base in a cross-service scenario will identify 
,the Departments or Agencies which have cognizance for the 
gaining bases in the scenario. The losing base Military 
Department will then task these Military Departments and 
Agencies to collect the necessary gaining base COBRA data, 

o Each losing base Department or Agency will then prepare a 
COBRA analysis. Savings associat.ed with eliminated 
billets/positions, overhead and nlission costs should be 
identified under the Losing Base in the scenario. In 
scenarios where more than one Department ox Agency has a 
losing base, these separate COBFUi runs can then be combined 
by using a new summarization function of the COBRA model, 
the Adder. 

Interaction among the Departments and Agencies will be 
necessary to coordinate scenario-specific data elements such as 
equipment transfers, MILCON requirements, consol.idation savings, 
erc. 

DoD-wide Standard Factors for COBRA Analyses - 

As noted in Policy Memorandum One, some standard factors 
csed in the Cost of Base Realignment Actions (C:OBRA) are - , . .  . -.,* ,,,rlclen~ly different to warrant Do11 Component.-specific cost 
facrors. However, most of the standard factors used in COBRA 
- : so r i ch -~s  - reflect standard rates wh:~ch should be applied 
consiscen:ly in zli doD closure/recllgnment scenarios. 
A~tachment two contains the DoD-wide COBRA s ta r~dard  factors wkick 
should be used in all COBEL4 analyses. 



Znt.rironmental Restoration Costs 
-. 

E:nvironmental Restoration costs at. closing bases are not to 
t.2 considered in cost of closure calcul.ations. DoD has a legal . - .  :~-1,-;:tion for envirorz.ner.tal r e s t o r a t l c ~ ~  regardle!ss of whether a 
r3se is c l o s ~ i i  or realigned. Where closing or reaiig~inc 
:ns:a:i lations have known, unique contanination pr-oblems requiring --..- =..blronmental restoration, these will he considered as a 
~otential limitation on near-term community reuse of the 
:xs~allation. 

-- :..vlronmental Compliance Costs 

Environmental compliance costs can be a factor in a base 
zlosure or realignment decision. Costs associat'ed with bringing 
sxisting practices into compliance with environmental rules and 
regulations can potentially be avoidedi when the base closes. 
Znvironmental compliance costs may be incurred at receiving 
locations also, and therefore will be estimated. 

For environmental impact considerations, there is no need to 
undertake new environmental studies. DoD Components may use all 
availtable environmental information regardless of when, how or 
for what purpose it was collected. If a DoD Component should 
choose to undertake a new environmental study, the study must 
collect the same information from all bases in lshe DoD 
Component's base structure, unless the study is designed to fill 
gaps in information so that all bases can be treated equally. 
Attachment three provides a saznple of the reporting format used 
to summarize the environmental consequences of closure or 
realignment of an installation. 

Economic Impact Calculations 

DoD Components shall measuke the economic impact on 
communities of BRAC 95 alternatives and recommendations using (1) 
the total potential job change in the economic area and (2) the 
total potential job change as a percent of economic area 
emp1.oyment. These measures highlight the poter:~tial impact on 
economic area and also take into account the size of the economic . area. In accomplishing this task, Components will follow the 
detailed guidance at attachment four. 

3 s e  Realiqment and Closure Definitions 

In order to ensure consistent tem.inology, DoD Components 
*,.:L11 use t h e  definitions at attachment five to describe their 
rrzommendaiions. 



Re~ortinq Formats 

Attachments six and seven describe general reporting formats 
for: (1) the anticipated DoD report to the 1995 Commission, and - 

. . - -1tary 3eparcment a n 8  3efense Acenc;. j . ; s t i f i cz+ ioz  fcr \ L *-, : - 
 heir March 1, 1 5 9 5 ,  closure and realignment recommendations. 

Joshua Gotbawm 

Attachments 



Department of D s f ~ ~ e  

Final Selection Criteria 

In selecting military installations for closure or 
rszlignment, the Department of Defense, giving priority 
consideration to military value (the first four criteria below), 
-*-ill consider : 

Military Value 

1. The current and future mission requirements and 
the impact on operational readiness of the 
Department of Defense's total force. 

2. The availability and condition of land, facilities 
and associated airspace at both the existing and 
potential receiving locations. 

3 .  The ability to ac~ommod~ate contingency, 
mobilization, and future total force requirements 
at both the existing and potential receiving 
locations. 

4. The cost and manpower implications. 

Return on Investment 

5 .  The extent and timing of potential costs and 
savings, including the number of years, beginning 
with the date of completion of the closure or 
realignment, for the savings to exceed the costs. 

Impacts 

6. The economic impact on communities. 

7 .  The ability of both the existing and potential 
receiving communities' infrastruc:ture to support 
forces, missions and personnel. 

8. The environmental impact. 



COBRA Standard Cost Factor Table 

The attached table is a listing of standard cost factors for 
. . ,se ix C O B G  analyses. These factors, aef inea be . l .ow,  are 
categorized as Joint Factors, Joint Methods and U n i q u e  Factors, 
further identified as applicable to gaining or losing bases. 
Those factors not identified as a gaining or losi.ng factor should 
be applied consistently in all closure and realignment scenarios. 

Joint Factors: Joint Factors are a reflection of standard DoD- 
wide rates which should be applied consistently i.n all DoD 
closure and realignment scenarios. The value for each joint 
factor is provided in the table. 

Joint Methods: These are cost factors that are arrived at in a 
similar manner by all DoD Components, but the actual value may 
dif f el: by Component. 

Unique Factors: Unique Factors are the result of differing 
policies and methodologies between the Component:;. 

Gaininq: Factors applicable to a gaining (receiving) base in a 
c1osu:re or realignment scenario. . 

Losing: Factors applicable to a losing base in ia closure or 
realignment scenario. 

ATTACHMENT 2 
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Environmental Impact Considerations 

SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTXL CONSEQUEWCES 

RESULTING FROM CLOSURE/REALIGNMENT ACaI)ION AT: 

Installation Name Locat ion 

(Provide a summary statement and status for the following 
environmental attributes at each installation a.ffected by the 
clos.ure/realignment action, including receiving installations. 
These key environmental attributes .are not meant to be all 
incl.usive . Others may be added as appropriate .. ) 

o Sensitive Habitats and Wetlands 

o Cultural/Historic Resources 

o - Land and Air Space Use 

o Pollution Control (Air Emissions, Compliance Issues) 

o Hazardous Materials/Waste (Clean-up 
Implications/Asbestos, LBPs, PCBs, USTs,  Radon) 

o Programmed Environmental Costs/Cost Avoidances 



GUIDANCE FOR APPLYING THE ECOlrJOMIC IMPACT CRITERION 
IN THE 1995 BASE REALIGNMENT AND CLOSURE (BRAC 95) PROCESS 

The purpose of this attachment is to provide gui~dance for applying the economic impact 
criterion in decision making processes for the Departml~nt of Defense's, 1995 recommendations to 
the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commissic~n. The goal of [his guidance is to apply the 
economic impact criterion in a reasonable, fair, consistent. and auditable manner that complies . -- 
with statutory and regulatory requirements. This guidance supersedes the guidance issued on 
April! 4, 1994, by the Chairman of the Joint Cross-Sewice Group on Ekonomic Impact. 

The Defense Base Closure and Realignnlent Act (PL 101-510., as amended) states that the 
reco:mrnendations of the Secretary of Defense for closilre or rea1ignmc:nt of installations must be 
based on a force-srructun plan and final selection criteria. "The economic impact on 
communities" is the sixth final selection criterion. 

The Joint Cross-Service Group on Economic Impact, which was established by the 
Deputy Secretary of Defense (January 7,1994, memorandum on 199.5 Base Realignments and 
Closures (BRAC 95)), was tasked to provide guidance to DoD Components on how to calculate 
ecorromic impact. The Deputy Secretary of Defense directed the Joint Cross-Senrice Group on 
Economic Impact: 

"to establish the guidelines for measuring economic impact and. if pmctiuble, - .- 

cumulative economic impact; to analyze DOC) Component rec:ommcndations 
under those guidelines: and to develop a process for analyzin,g alternative closures 
or realignments necessitated by cumulative economic impact considerations, if 
necessary." 

APPLICATION OF THE ECONOlMIC IMPACT !CRITERION 

In developing recomnlendarions for BRAC 9.5 closures and realignments. DoD - Components shall consider the economic impact, to include the cumulative economic impact, on 
communities. The final selection criteria, however. stare that priority consideration will be given 
10 military value--the first four final selection criteria. 



. l  

MEASURES OF BRAC 95 ECO'NOMIC IMPACT 

DoD Components shall measure h e  economic innpact on communities of BRAC 95 
altern:ltives and recon~mendations using (1) the total po~ential job chan!;e in the economic area 
311: ( 2 )  iaul potential job change as a percent oi lo ra i - -n~ i l i : . ?~  ;in2 civiiian--jajs in  the econoz?ic. 
area. 'These measures highlight the potential economic :impact on economic areas and also take 
into account the size of each economic area. 

The Joint Cross-Service Group on Economic Impact shall review and approve DoD 
Component assignments of each military installation to a particular economic area. For 
installations locared in metropolitan statistical areas (MSAs). as defined by the Office of 
Management and Budget, the economic area is generallly the MSA. Fc~r installations located in 
nonrratropolitan areas, the economic area is generally the county in which the installation is 
locattd. In some cases. the economic area is defined as a multi-county, non-MSA area. The 
criteria listed ar Annex A to this attachment shall be used to guide the assignment of installations 
to economic areas. These definitions of economic area take into a m u n t  the area w h t n  most of 
the installation's employees live and most of the l a b - ~ ~ e t  impacts and economic adjustment 
will occur. (This guidance uses the t a m  "economic a=" In earlier BRAC rounds, this concept 
was also referred to as "xegion of influence.") 

DoD Components will have the opportunity to identify, based on certified data, changes in 
the assignment of installarions to tconomic areas. Such changes will be reviewed and approved 
bs the Joint Cross-Service Group on Economic Impact. 

_Calculation - 

For each economic area where a BRAC 95 closure or realign~nent is considered. DoD 
Con~ponents shall identify the total potential job change in the econo~nic area and calculate the 
tot31 potential job change percentage by dividing total potential job changes by total--military and 
civilian--jobs in the econonlic area. 

Total potenrial job change shall be defined as the sum of direct and indirect potential job 
changes for each BRAC 95 closure or realignment alrernative or recommendation. 

Direct job changes shall be defined as the sun1 of the net addition or loss of jobs for each 
of rhtt follou*inr L. caregorie~ of personnel: 

Military Personnel. Permanent autho:rizations for officer and enlisted personnel. 
Trainees shall be included on an annual average basis.. For example, members of 
the Guard and Reserve who serve full time (i.e.. AGXls, TARS, etc.) should be 
included. Menlbers of the Guard and Reserve who serve part time (during 
weekends, during two-weeks a year for acrive duty t:raining, etc.) should no! hp 
included. 



DoD civilian employees. -anent authorizations for appropriated fund DoD 
civilian employees are to be included as direct jobs. Direct jobs do  not include 

. . non-appropriated fund activities, which are treated under indirect jobs. 

. On-R;lze Conrr:!rrorz. Conuactors thar \cork 07 rhe insrallarion i n  direct support 
. . 

of the insrallat~on's key military nusslons. I nzsc csurnarch biwuld reflect an an;,:::! 
estimate on a full-time equivalency basis. 

As described in the section entitled "Responsibilitjes" below. the: Military Departments and 
the Dtfense Agencies will be responsible for providing direct job changes. Only job changes .- -- 

directly associated with base closures and realignments are to be included as direct job changes. 
Direct job changes shall not reflect job changes that result from planned force structure changes. 

Indirect job changes shall be defined as the net zddition or loss of jobs in each affected 
economic are3 that could potentially occur as a result of direct job charrges. As described in the 
section enrirld "Responsibilities" below, the Office of the Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense 
for lns~allations shall provide factors (muldpliers) la .  when multiplied by the direct job changes. 
uill provide potential indirect job changes. 

MEASURES OF CUMULATNE -lMPAC7' 

During BRAC 95. DoD components shall consider the cumulative economic impact on 
communities for recomnlended installation closures and realignments ;as pan of the economic 
impact on conimuniries criterion. ~umulat ive economic impact shall lx. considered only as part of 
the e:conomic impact criterion, which is one of the eight selection crite:ria. 

Cumulnrive economic impact on a community shall be defined in two different ways: 

First. the cumulative economic impact on an economic area of a DoD Component's 
BRAC 95 recommendations. plus the future economic impacts (i.e., economic 
impacts that have not yet been realized) of decisions of all DoD Components from 
DoD-wide BRAC 88. BRAC 91, and BRAC 93 rounds (hereafter "prior BRAC 
rounds"); and 

Second. the cumulative economic impact on economic areas when more than one 
DoD component recommends a B R A C  95 closure or realignment in that economic 
area, plus rhe future economic impacts of decisions from prior BRAC rounds. 

These calculntions will accounr for circumsrances in which basing decisions in one BRAC 
round h a k e  k e n  chsngsd i n  a suhcequent BRAC roui~d. 

Authoritative sources shall be u . d  to detenninc: total--military and civilian--jobs in 
econc~mic arms. 



The cumulative econonlic impact of actions that have already taken place as a result of 
prior BRAC rounds (i.e., have already affected econolnic area employment) will be considered 
under "Historic Econoniic Data" discussed below. 

arnulative Economic Im~ac r :  Prior BRAC Roun& 

DoD Components shall include in their consideration of recornmendations the cumulanvr 
future economic impact of prior BRAC rounds. 

-- 

When BRAC 95 alternatives occur in the same economic areas that have BRAC-related 
actions from the prior BRAC rounds, DoD Components shall review their recommendations by 
talclng into account the cumulative future economic impact of prior BRAC rounds. The 
curnulative economic impact of actions that have already occurred from prior BRAC rounds he - .  
have already affected economic area employment) will be considered in the "Historic Economic 
Data" section below. 

DoD Components shall consider the cumulati,ve economic impacts of prior BRAC rounds 
that have not yet taken place by ensuring that the measures for economic impact (total potential 
job1 change in the economic area and total potential job change as a percent of total-military and 
civilian-jobs in the economic area) inciude wtal patrmdd job changes that have not yet taken 
place from prior BRAC rounds DoD-wide. 

Cumulative economic impact will be considered within the overall context of the approvd 
selection criteria. Such a review shall be conducted so that the cumulative economic irnpaa of 
prior BRAC rounds will be considered only as part of the tcommic impact criterion, which shall 
in turn be considered as  pan of the eight selection criteria. 

The fact thar prior BRAC rounds affect an ec:onomic area shall not. by itself, cause a 
recommendation to be changed. 

G~mulative Economic lmpact : Multiple BR AC 95 Recommendat i~a 

The Joint Cross-Service Group on Economic: Impact will review the BRAC 95 
rel:ommendations submitted by the Secretaries of the Military Departments and the Directors of 
the Defense Agencies to the Secretary of Defense. During this review, the Joint Cross-Service 
Group shall identify economic areas with multiple proposed BRAC 95 actions. 

The Joint Cross-Sewice Group on Economic Impact shall direct the appropriate DoD 
Components to review their recommendations subn~itred to the Sec:retary of Defense when i;ert 
ar.e multiple BRAC 95 recommendations in the same economic areis that were not consider& ir. 
the development of their recommendations. 



DoD Conlponents will then reassess their BRAC 95 recommendations by taking into 
accourlt the cumulative economic impact of these multiple BRAC 95 rec:omrnendations and by 
ensuring that the measures for economic impact for the r~onomic area (the total potential job 
change in the econoniic area and the total potential job change as a percent of total--military and 
c i ~  lIi.in--~obs in the economic area) Include the curnu!atiie economic impact of multiple BR.4C 95 
recommendations. as well as the cumulative future economc impact of pnor BRAC rounds. 

Such a review shall be conducted so that the cunlulative economic impact of multiple 
BRA<: 95 recommendations will be considered as pan of the economic impact criterion, which 
shall in turn be considered as pan of the eight selection (criteria. DoD Components will complete .- 

such reviews expeditiously in order to facilitate compliance with statutory deadlines for BRAC 
actions. 

DoD Components may consider alternative closures and realign,ments, or mitigating 
acrjorrs, during this review. After the review is comp1ei:e. DoD Components will report back to 

the Jsint Cross-Service Group on Economic Impact, w:lth a recommendation as to whether or  not 
to change their initial recommendations. 

The existence of mu1 tiple BRAC 95 recommenciations in an economic area shall not, by 
itself,, cause a recommendation to be changed. 

PISTURIC ECONOII4C DATA 

DoD Components shall consider the measures t l d b c d  above, viewed in the context of 
historic economic data. in applying the economic impact criterion. Historic data will, among 
other things, allow for consideration of the cumulative economic impacts that have alnady 
occurred (i-e.. have already affected economic area employment) as a result of prior BRAC 
actions. Because comnlunities' economies are so complex, it is diffic~dt to separate the effects of 
prior BRAC actions from the effects of other econornilc factors. To address this analytical 
diffi~:ulty, DoD Conlponents shall use historic data to consider the general conditions of 
communities' economies. Considering the general conditions of communities' economies will take 
into accounr the cumulntive econoniic impacts that have already occurred due to prior BRAC 
acric)ns. as well as the economic impact of other fact013 unrelated to BRAC actions. 

Hisroric economic data shall be defined to include the following: 

Economic area civilian employment ( 1984 to 1993) 
Annualized change in econonlic area civilian employment, absolute and percent (1 981 
to 1993). 
Economic area per capita personal income: (1984 to 1992) 
'Annualized change in economic area per capita personal income, absolute and percenr 
( 1984 to 1992). and 
Economic area unemployment rates (1 984 to 1993). 



The Office of the Deputy Assistant Secretary of Dtfenst: for Installatior~s will provide historic 
data, from authoritative sources. to the Military Depmnents  and Defense Agencies. 

L1SI,2'G ,21EA SL'RES A .Yn ffISTOR'lC ECO.IrO.~f?C Dl T.4 

This guidance does nor esrablish threshold values for measures and historic economic data. 
Rather, DoD components will use the measures and historic economic data for relative 
comp.arisons of the economic impacts and cumulative economic impac~s of recommendations. 

Joinr Cross-Service G r o u ~  on Economic Impact 

The Joinr Cross-Service Group on Economic Impact shall analyze DoD Component 
recon~mendptions and preliminary candidates to ensure that they are dt:veloped in accordance with 
this guidance, and shall monitor implementation of this and any additional guidance on economic 
impact that may be issued. The Joint Goss-Service Group on Economic Impact shall also carry 
out other analyses requested by the BRAC 95 Review Group o r  Steering Group. 

The Joint Cross-Service Group will work closely with DoD Components to  rtsolve issues, 
Issues rhar the Joinr Cross-Service Group and DoD cunponents cannot resolve will be referred to 
the BRAC 95 Steering Group. 

=e of the DASD (InstallationQ sf "- 

The office of the DASD (Installations) shall p r c ~ i d e  to the Military Depanments and 
Defense Agencies a BRAC 95 Economic Impact Database tool that will contain the following: 

A listing of DoD installations 
The economic area to which each installation has been assigned 
Factors (multipliers) to estimate potential indirect job changes 
Historic economic data to include: 

Economic area civilian employment (1'384 to 1993) 
Annualized change in economic area civilian emplop~enr ,  absolute and percent 
( 1984 to 1993) 
Economic area per capita personal income (1984 to 1992) 
Annualized change in economic area per capita personal income, absolute and 
percent ( 1984 to 1992). and 
Economic area unen~ployment rates (1984 to 199:) 



The capability to calculate the measures for czonomic impact and cumulative 
economic impact described in this guidance I& on the information provided by the 
Military D e p m e n t s  and Defense Agencies 

'.!:!:::in. Dzo:inmenrs :ind [he Defense Acencies - 

The Mi l i t q  Depanments and the Defense Agencies shall provide and enter into the DoD 
BRA(' 95 Economic lnlpact Database: 

Current Base Personnel: As discussed above on page 3, this data will reflect projected 
billets and positions as of the stan of FY 19516 for Officers, Enlisted, Military 
Students. Civilians, and Conuactors, net of planned force srructurc changes. 

Job Changes (Out): the number of authorizations for DoD civilian. military (in 
training status), military (not in mining status), and on-base conuactor jobs to be 
relocated and/or disestablished under each alternative and rezommendation, by 
installation, as a result of BRAC actions, both for DoD Component proposed 
BRAC 95 actions and for actions yet to be ndized (i-e., future) from prior BRAC 
rounds. by fiscal year, from 1994 through 2CK)l; 

Job Changes (In): the number of authorizaticms for civilian, military (in training status). 
military (not in mining status) and on-base tmmctor  jobs being gained under each 
alternative and recommendation, by installation, as a result of BRAC actions, both for 
all proposed BRAC 95 actions and for actio~ns yet to be realized (i.e., future) from 
prior BRAC rounds, by fiscal year, from 1994 through 2001. 

Because of the difficulty of obtaining accurate estimate:i, contractor - - - - -  j& outs . and ins may be 
aepe  gated into a single year. 

DoD Components will provide the projected job changes from prior BRAC rounds and 
current personnel dara ro the Office of the Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Installations. 
I n  identifying projecred job changes associated with prior BRAC actiars. the DoD Components 
shall use plans that are consistent with the President's Fiscal Year 1995 Budget 

The Military Depanments and the Defense Ager~cies shall collect information as necessary 
for the computer-based tool. Such data shall be collected and handled in accordance with the 
lnterr~al Control Plan of the Joint Cross-Service Group on Economic lrnpact and the respective 
Internal Control Plans of each Military Depanment and the Defense Agencies. 

Shonly after submitting recommendadons and preliminary canr:lidates to the Secretary of 
Defense, the Military Departments and Defense Agencies shall provide to the Joint Cross-Service 
G r o u ~  on Economic Impact computer files from the Economic Impac~ Database for their 
RR A C  95 recommendations and preliminary candidates. 



Annex A 

DETERMIN-ATION OF ECONOMIC AR.EAS 

In response to changes by the Office of' Management a.nd Budget (OMB) in 
metropolitrtn area definitions related to the 1990 Census, and a review of earlier 
BRAC economic area definitions, the Joint C'ross-Service G1:oup on Economic 
Impact has established the following rules to guide the assignment of installations 
to economic areas for BRAC 95: 

1. The economic area should include residences of the rnajority of the military 
and civilian employees at the activity. 

3 . An econoniic area is generally defined as a metropol itan statistical area 
(MS A) or a non-MS A county(s) unless there: is evidence to support some other 
definition. 

3. In those cases where OMB's 1993 rodefurition of an MSA added counties 
which incnased the MSA population by 10 percent or more. then continue to use 
the old MSA definition unless certified residency data shows that the new MSA 
definition is more appropriate. 

4. An economic area should only be epanded to include an additional county 
- - if the resulting percentage increase in the number of employee residences included - 

in the expanded economic area is greater than the resulting percentage increase in 
the total employment of the expanded econcbmic area. 

5. Installations in the same co.unty shor~ld be in the same economic area. 

6. If the economic area was previously defined (in prior BRAC rounds) as a 
non-MSA county(s). i t  should continue to be that county, even if that county has 
now been incorporared into an MSA. 



Base Realignment and Closrue Dsfinitions 

Close 
All missions of the base will cease or be relocated. All 

gersonnel (military, civilian and contractor) will either be 
51LninateP or relocated. The entire base will be excessed and the 
2roperty disposed. Note: A caretaker workforce is possible ta 
bridge between closure (missions ceasing or relocating) and 
property disposal which are separate actions under Public Law 101- 
510. 

C l o s e ,  Except 
The vast majority of the missions ,will cease or be relocated. 

Over 95 percent of the military, civilian and contractor personnel 
will either be eliminated or relocated. All but a small portion of 
the base will be excessed and the property disposed. The small 
portion retained will often be facilities in an enclave for use by 
the reserve component. Generally, active component management of 
the base will cease. Outlying, unmanned ranges ox training areas 
retained for reserve component use do not count against the "small 
portion retained". Again, closure (missions ceasing or relocating) 
and property disposal are separate actions under F'ublic Law 101- 
510- 

R e a l i e  - 
Some missions of the base will cease or be relocated, but 

others will remain- The active component will still be host of the 
remai~ning portion of the base. Only a portion of the base will be 
excessed and the property disposed, with realignment (missions 
ceasing or relocating) and property disposal being separate actions 
under Public Law 101-510. In cases where the base is both gaining 
and losing missions, the base is being realisned if it will 
experienceq_n_et-reduction of DoD civilian personnel. In such 
situations, it is possible that no property will be excessed. 

Relocate -- 
The term used to describe the movement of missions, units or 

activities from a closing or realignincr base to another base, 
Units do not realign from a closfng or a realigning base to another 
base, they relocate. 

Rece.iving Base 
A base which receives missions, units or activities relocatins 

from a closing or realigning base. In cases where the base is both 
gaining and losing missions, the base is a receiv,ing base if it 
will experience a net increase of DoD civilian personnel. 

Mothball, Layaway 
Terms used when retention of facilities and real estate at a 

closing or realigning base are necessary to meet the mobilization 
or contingency needs of Defense. Bases or portions of bases 
'mothballed" will not be excessed and disposed. It is possible 
they. could be leased for interim econolnic uses. 

Iaaetivate,  ise establish - 
Terms used to describe planned actions which directly affect 

missions, units or activities. Fighter wings are inactivated, 
bases are closed. 
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I 

NAME OF RECOMMENDATION 
(e-g., Name of Activity/Facility/~.nstallation, [State J ) 

Recombendation: Describe what is to be closed and/or realigned; 
fucctions, activities, units, or organizations that will be 
eliminated or relocated; identify the receiving installations, if 
applicable; and describe functions, activities, units, or 
organizations that will remain on the installation, if 
applicable. 

- -- 
~ustification: Explain the reasons for the recommendation: i-e., 
- - . - - - .  .- C .  - - -  - - .. - . .  . 
- u - ~ -  S L X - i L i L c  ItZi<~ions; ,..:as;,.. L , ~ . . - r ~ - ,  bb..Z--:CZ=L@Z, 

collocation, or elimination; excess capacity; cross-servicing; 
etc., as applicable. 

Return on Investment: Include the total estimated one-time costs 
of implementing the recommendation, expected total one-time 
savings during the implementation period, expected annual 
recurring savings after implementation with return on investment 
years, and the net present value of costs and savings over a 
twenty year period. Express costs and savings in FY 1996 
constant dollars. 

Impact: Describe the impact the recoxmendation could have on the 
local community's economy in terms of total potential job change 
(direct and indirect) in absolute terms and as a percentage of 
employment in the economic area. Describe the impact the 
recommendation could have on the environment. 
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J. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 

The sensitivity analysis on the manufztcturing'unit cost for the 
Abram.s 120mm gun mount (Table 5 )  shows; that the outcome of the 
study depends on the amount of firm business that materializes 
for both GDLS and RIA. The cost driver (manufacturing cost) is 
highly dependent on the accuracy of the business base projection 
for F'Y96 -FY03. Different combinatio~is of RIA and GDLS business 
base projections yield different recornmendation:; based on which 
alternative is the low cost alternative for the study., 

I;; addition to the cost comparison, a S0/50 split in production 
offers unquantifiable benefits by reducing production risks and 
offering the benefit of healthy cost innd quality competition. 
If, a.t a later date, the situation in either of the producersn 

I 
business bases significantly shifts the option still exists to 
go sole source to either RIA or GDLS. f @ 

If Al.ternative 2 or Alternative 3 was chosen, it is a time 
consuming and expensive process to sdbsequently change the 
production allocation decision back to a 50/50 Split or to 
either RIA to GDLS. Once gun mount m'achining equipment is 
excessed from DATP or RIA, the Army must procure replacements 
for the excessed equipment, install the new equipment, requalify 
the riew equipment, hire and train workers. Moreover, this would 
leave the Army without the pressure to stay competitive which 
currently exists with two producers. The incentive to keep 
producing a cost effective quality gun mount by either RIA or 
GDLS would be lower since there would only be one, sole source 
producer. 

Alternative 1 has the advantage of no impact to the current 
staffing of human resources at both DATP and RIA and maintains 
the librams 120mm gun mount manufacruring skills at both sites. 
Alternative 2 results in the loss ot  60 RIA employees and a g ~ i : i  
of 15 GDLS employees. Alternative 3 results in the loss of 36 
GDLS employees, the loss of 3 DATP DPRO employees, and a gain of 
8 RIA employees. 

Lastly, there are great advantage:: i ; I  r n ' 3  intaining tile 
partnership between RIA and GDLS (wit t~ ;1 50/50 splic) in orric: 
to £(-.stel- the engineering inriovst i o 1 1 : .  !. 11ar ~ Z V C ;  her-:I s e 2 n  
previously in the RIA and GDLS j t >  i r i t  a . 1  tor: Lo pl-oc.;c.r Abl-;~r!::: 
gun mounts. GDLS and RIA would wc,~-k ,I:; pJrtr?ors r s t h f - -  than 
competitors to ensure the cost -ef fect ivs pr-ese::-vat ion of the 
commercial and government tank indust.ria1 base.. 

Sincte the cost of the gun mounts dc~p<!rias str-cngly on :he 
available business base, and the pro:lcction of :he vusrness b:i::.. 
is uncertain, it is hard to say wit11 certalnt;. w h l c i l  producer- ::.: 
superior judging only by economic corlsideratlons. When all 
factors are taken into account the d:.fference between 
alternatives is not significant. With the unquantifiable 
benefits considered it becomes evident that Alt~ernative 1: a 
50/50 RIA/GDLS split depicts the "best value" t:o the Army. 



There is uncertainty in the business base projections for both 
RIA and GDLS (the cost driver for this cost comparison). The 
low cost alternative changes for different projections of the 
R I A  and GDLS ~roiected businpsc hasps .  

There are grezt  advantages in maintaining the partnership 
between RIA and GDLS (the status quo). GDLS and RIA would work 
as partners rather than competitors to ensure the cost-effective 
preservation of the tank commercial and government industrial 
base. 

After the quantifiable benefits and uxlquantifiable benefits are 
taken into account, there is no evidence to warrant a change in 
the status quo. 

R E C O M I ~ A T I O N :  MAINTAIN A 5 0 / 5 0  SPLIT BETWEEN RIA AND GDLS FOR 
NEW ABRAMS 120mm GUN MOUNTS 
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A. E'URPOSE 

The Furpose of this analysis is to evaluate the most advantageous 
way ror the Army to manuiac~ule l l r w  .XX-;T., :ZA, in  gun mounts for 
the Upgrade Phase 2 Program in the FY96 - FY03 timeframe and 
future FMS orders. Currently new Abrarns 120mm gun mount 
manufacturing is split evenly between Rock Island Arsenal (RIA) 
and Detroit Army Tank Plant (DATP) operated by General Dynamics 
Land Systems (GDLS), (with the exception of gun mounts for Egypt 
which is 100% RIA). 

B. BACKGROUND 

Up until 1973 Rock Island ArsenaIL produced 100% of the gun 
mounts. Following the Arab Israeli War, many U.2;. tanks were 
fransferred to Israel causing U.S. stocks LO become depleted. 
This prompted-IA to assist in setting up the Detroit Army Tank 
Plant as a second source in order to accelerate the replenishment 
rate (of hydro-spring gun mounts. This led to the current 
situation where the M1 to MIA2 Upgrade Program splits the gun 
hount production evenly between RIA arid DATP. 

DA and HQ-AMC tasked TACOM (along with PEO-ASM) to perform 
an analysis to find the most effective way to produce new Abrams 
120mm gun mounts in the FY96 - FY03 timeframe. This analysis is 
based upon the total cost to the Army and analyzes 3 
alternatives: the status quo which is a S0/50 split of new Abramc- 
120mm gun mount production between R I A  and DATP, the cost impact 
if GDI,S produces 100% of the new Abran~s 120mm gun mounts, and t . ! i e b  

cost impact if RIA produces 100% of the new AbraLms 120mm gun 
mount !; . 

C. ALTERNATIVES 

Alternative 1: 50/50 Split - (Status Quo) Cont.inue to maint.~::. 
the CIATP/RIA 50/50 split of gun mcunt production.. ( 1 2  qun mo;:::' 
per month at DATP and 12 gun mounts per month at. KIA1 

Alterrlative 2:' GDLS produces 100% - Detroit Army Tank Plant 
produc:es 100% of the new Abrams 120mm gun'-niounts. (24 gun moll::. 
.per month DATP) 

Alternative 3: RIA produces 100% - Rack Island Arsenal produt.. : 
1005 o f  the new Abrams 120mm gun mounts. DATP retains other 
Abrams component machining ( 2 4  gun mounts per mc~~nth RIA). 



EXECUTIVE SUMMAliY 

PURPOSE,: The purpose of this analysis it; to evaluate the most cost 
effective way for the Army to manufactulre new Abrams 120mm gun mounts 
for the Upgrade Phase 2 Program in the FY96 - FY03 timeframe. 

BACKGROUND: Currently new Abrams 120mm gun mount nianufacturing is 
evenly split between Rock Island Arsenal- (RIA) and Detroit Army Tank 
Plant (DATP) operated by General  dynamic:^ Land Systems (GDLS) (with 
the exception of gun mounts for Egypt which is 100% RIA). 

ALTERNATIVES: Alternative 1: 50/50 S p l i t  - (Status Quo) Continue to 
maintab the DATP/RIA 50/50 split of gun mount praduction. (12 gun 
mounts :per month at DATP and 12 gun mourlts per month at RIA) 

Alternative 2:: GDLS produces 100% - Detroit Army Tank Plant produces 
100% of the new Abrams 120mm gun mounts. (24 gun mounts per month 
DATP 

Alternative 3: RIA produces 100% - Rock: Island Arsenal produces 100% 
of the new Abrams 120mm gun mounts. DATE' retains other Abrams 
component machining (24 gun mounts per month RIA). 

COST SUlllMARY TABLE DOLLARS IN MILLIONS: 
IMPLEMENTATION MF'G TOTAL TOTAL 

COST COS:T COST COST 
ALTERNATIVE M (FY94CS) M (FY94CS) M (FY94CS) M (ESCS) 
Alt 1: 50/50 Split 0.00 86.33 86.33 101.10 
Alt 2: GDLS 100% 1.65 85-38 87.03 101.85 
Alt 3: RIA 100% 2.60 77.87 80.47 94.10 ' 

- - 

ANALYSIS OF ALTERNATIVES: There is no significant cost difference 
between the alternatives that discinwishes one new Abrams 120mm qun 
mount producer over the other. There. is only a 7% cost difference 
when RIA produces 100% of the new.Abt-ams 120mm gun mounts versus the 
current 50/50 split between RIA and GDLS (during the FY96 - FY03) 
time frame . The cost driver (manuf act-uring cost 1 is highly dependent. 
on the accuracy of the business bast. i?l.r>jection for FY96 - FY03. 
Mixing different combinations of dccl..vct:nts to the RIA and GDLS 
business base project ions changes wt: 1.5 .I 1 tcrnat ive has the lowest 
pr-o jectea cost . 

CONCLUSION: From a cost perspect ivc: , : ! ; o h  ti i t f erence between the thl-~.... - 
. . . .  . . - .  
...- - L a ,  - . . -... ;- - . Iu'either prodl~~.~~~. h a s  any great advantage o\..:: 
rhe siatus quo in terms of cost effic-i*.~icy. Also, the end of the 
production period under study is 12 :;~b.lr-s in the f.uture. This  imp^:::. 
a consicierable amount of uncertainty Lo both of the business base 
projections which in turn, adversely .~tfects the certainty of a 
potential cost savings. Coupling this with the loss of competitivt-a 
pressure that would accomDanv a dual source production, makes any 
projected cost saving nlgniy speculative at best. .Additionally, the 
decision to go with only one prodxcer would increase the producticn 
risk to the Army, therefore it a??ears that the best alternative is 
to maintain, the current 5 0 / 5 0  spilt. 



D. GXJIDANCE, GROUND RULES, FACTS 

1. There will not be a break in Abrams 120mm gun mount 
prod~ctln~ at pi+h"' naTP or RIA before t he  Unarade Phase 2 
Program starts. 

2. Clurrent new Abrams 120mm gun mount production is split evenly 
(50/50) between DATP and RIA except for Egypt which is 100% RIA 
(per customer request) . 

3 .  DA.T? performs component machining for other Abrams components 
whether or not Abrams 120mm gun mounts are produced at DATP. 
(DATP will remain active) 

4 .  &or contingency, either DATP or RIA can satisfy the current 
requirement of 75 new Abrams 120mm gun mounts per month without 
additional facilitization and/or tooling. 

5 .  RIA has begun an "Armament Enhancement Initiativen Program 
(AEI) to upgrade 1629 Abrams gun mounts at RIA over 4 years (FY93 
- FY96). This requirement will be within the RIA business base 
and not effected by this study. 

6. Tbe production requirement for new Abrams 120mm gun mounts is 
24 pe:r month starting in April 1996. 

7. AIYCCOM/RIA jointly developed the RIA forecasted business 
base, the cost data for each alternative and the decrements for 
this study for FY96 through FY03. The RIA business plan 
developed by AMCCOM'is the basis for forecasting RIA business 
from FY96 through FY03. The special rates which were developed 
to forecast costs are unique to this study. The data presented 
is no\: a proposal. 

8. GDLS developed a forecasted.business base, cost  data for each 
alternative, and decrements for this study for F'Y96 through FY03. 
Special rates were developed to forecast costs t:.hat are unique to 
this study. The data presented is not a proposa~l. 

9 .  Fir?al data scrub and analysis was perfor~ed by TACOM's Cost: :, 
S y s t e m  Analysis Directorate. 

10. Known environmental conditions at DATP and RIA are 
addrsssed . 

11. Total cost to the Army will be anallrzea. 

12. :;he most economical and advantageous scenaxio from tile 
government's perspective is examined in each alternative. 

13. All references to Abrams production rates within this 
document refer to the production deliver). schedule (Appendix A !  
No additional new Abrams FMS quantities are considered in this 
scuay . 



1 4 .  RIA unfunded retirement is not included within the gun mount 
cost for RIA since the Army does not pay RIA unfunded retireme~t 
cost. Only FMS customers pay unfunded retirement: (approximately 
$2.2 K (FY94C$)/gun mount) and this study is looking at the total 
p m - 4 -  4-- + h n  >zr,,! - 

15. The costs associated with ARMY VI:RA/VSIP (Voluntary Early 
Retirement Authority / Voluntary Sepa~ration Incentive Pay) 
payments are not considered significa~it for incl-usion in the 
analysis due to grade level and length of service of affected 
employees. 

16. gThe quality of the new RIA $.'--am:; 120mm gun mounts and the 
new GDLS Abrams 120mm gun mounts is-the same. eoth RIA and GDLS 
deliver gun mounts on schedule. 

17. ,411 costs are time spread and shown in the fiscal year in 
which they will be incurred. 

18. Costs have accompanying backup that includes an 
implernentation schedule (tasks shown c:hronologically on a 
milestone chart) by fiscal year. 

19. 1111 costs within the study are shown in fiscal year 1994 
constant dollars (FY94C$ . OMB/OSD cclmpound and composite 
inflation indices, 04 Mar 93, are used for inflation adjustments. 
Additionally, a 4.15; rate derived from HQDA 12 Mar 93 guidance is 
applied for discounting constant dollars. u 

E. ASSUMPTIONS 

1. If RIA were to lose new Abrams 120mm gun mount production, RI:> 
would excess all Abrams 120mm gun mount unique Industrial plant 
Equiprrtent ( I P E )  , O t h e r  P l a n t  Equipment (OPE) , S p e c i a l  T e s t  
Equipment (STE) and Special Tools (ST) . General Purpose 
Equipment would be retained at RIA. 

2. If DATP w?re to lose Abramr. 1 .:C'nm ( jun noun: productior~, 177.::': 
would excess all Abrarns unique qt~!i .:I, \:::I ! ? Z ,  G?E, S'TE and !-'I.. 
Equipment used to produce other 1 . 1  s ~ r : ~  1 : l t . r : :  -: at 2A'TP wl.u l d  be 
retained. 

- .- . . - - .  . - .  * .  - -  - -  
i . La....".. ? -  v u L  L & L  * * I "  2x2  2zi^C1.-. :.' '( '  

2 
. . , . .~  -... . . f 7 7 ~ t  a r e  2ssumed tc b-: ' ' , 

same for both a RIA gun mount and . I  G D L S  j'.;n rnc-r:t and is 
excluded from the study. 

4 .  The personnel "Reduction In Force" -mmg' -cost  
mvings to the Army for the RIF impacted governr.?nt employees :: 

not included within the costs for W'ernatives 2 and 3 .  
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A. PURPOSE 

The purpose of this analysis is to evaluate the most advantageous 
way for the Army to manufacture new Abrams 120mm gun mounts for 
the Upgrade Phase 2 Program in the FY96 - FY03 timeframe and 
fut.ure FMS orders. Currently new Abrams 120mm gun mount 
manufacturing is split evenly between Rock Is :Land Arsenal (RIA) 
and! Detroit l'irrny Tank Plant (DATP) operated by General Dynamics 
Land Systems (GDLS) , (with the exception of gun mounts for Egypt 
which is 100% R I A ) .  

B. BACKGROUND 

Up until 1973 Rock Island Arserlal produced 100% of the gun 
mounts. Following the Arab Israeli War, many 1.J.S. tanks were 
kransferred to Israel causing U.S. stocks to hecome depleted. 
This prompted%I~ to assist in setting up the Detroit Army Tank 
Plant as a second source in order to accelerate the replenishment 
rate of hydro-spring gun mounts. This led to the current 
situation where the M 1  to MIA2 Upgrade Program splits the gun 
inou11t production evenly between RIA and DATP. 

DA and HQ-AMC tasked TACOM (along with PEO-ASM) to perform 
an analysis to find the most effective way to produce new Abrams 
120rnm gun mounts in the FY96 - FY03 timeframe. This analysis is 
based upon the total cost to the Artriy and analyzes 3 
alternatives: the status quo which is a S0/50 split of new Abrams 
120mm gun mount production between RIA and DATP, the cost 'impact 
if GDLS produces 100% of the new Abrams 120mm gun mounts, and t . ! i . b  

cost. impact if RIA produces 100% of the new Abrams 120mm gun 
mounts . 

C. ALTERNATIVES 

Alternative 1: 50/50 Split - (Status Quo) Continue to maint.1:: 
t h e  PATP/RIA 50/50 split of gun mount production. ( 1 2  q u n  mo;:::. 
per month at DATP and 12 gun mounts per month at KIA) 

Alternative 2:' GDLS produces 100% .- Detroit Army Tank Plant 
produces 100"6of the new Abrams 120mn gun--niounl:s. (24 gun moil : : .  
:per month DATP) 

Alternative 3: RIA produces 100% - Rock Island Arsenal produl..: 
100% of the new Abrams 120mm gun mounts. DATP retains other 
Abrams component machining (24 gun mounts per month RIA). 



EXECUTIVE SW4ARY 

PlJRPOm: The purpose of this analysis is to eval-uate the most cost 
effective way for the Army to manufact:ure new &)rams 120mm gun mounts 
for the Upgrade Phase 2 Program in the FY96 - FY03 timeframe. 

BACKGROUND: Currently new Abrams 120mm gun mount. manufacturing is 
evenly split between Rock Island Arsenal (RIA) atnd Detroit Army Tank 
Plant (DATP) operated by General Dynan~ics Land Slystems (GDLS) (with 
the exception of gun mounts for Egypt which is 1.00% RIA). 

ALTERNATIVES: Alternative 1: 50/50 Split - (Status Quo) Continue to 
maintinin the DATP/RIA 50/50 split of gun mount production. (12 gun 
mounts per month at DATP and 12 gun mcunts per month at RIA) 

Alternative 2:a GDLS produces 100% - Dmetroit Army Tank Plant produces 
100% of the new Abrams 1 2 0 m  gun mounts. (24  gun.-^ mounts per month 
DATP ) 

Alternative 3:  RIA produces 100% - Rock Island .Arsenal produces 100% 
of the new Abrams 120mm gun mounts. DATP retains other Abrams 
comporlent machining (24 gun mounts per month RIA). 

COST SUMMARY TABLE DOLLARS I N  MILLIONS 
IMPLEMENTATION IY FG TOTAL TOTAL 

COST COST COST COST 
ALTERNATIVE M (FY94CS) M (FY*94CS) M (FY94CS) M (ESCS) 
Alt 1: 50/50 Split 0.00 86 .33  86 .33  101.10 
Alt 2 :  GDLS 100% 1.65 85.38 8'7.03 101.85 
Alt 3: RIA 100% 2.60 7 7 . 8 7  80 .47  94.10 

- - .- 

ANALYSIS OF ALTERNATIVES: There is no significant: cost difference 
between the alternatives that distinwishes one new Abrams 120mm Gun  
mount producer over the other. The!-*% : !s  only a 3% cost difference 
when RIA produces 100% of the new Abz-ams 120mm gun mounts versus the 
current S0/50 split between RIA and GDLS (during the FY96 - FY03) 
time frame. The cost driver (manufacr.~.iring cost) is highly dependent. 
on the accuracy of the business basc I!!-c>jection for FY96 - FY03. 
Mixing different combinations of dcc!.+n:tants to the RIA and GDLS 
business bas;. ~rajections changes w t 1 ~ 1 - i :  . 2 1  tcrnatj.ve has the lowest 
p~.oject:ca cost. 

CONCLUISION: From a cost perspect ivc: , : !.,l.t \i i t f eren.ce between the t k~-lr . . .  
alternatives is small. Neither prod~t(-*.~. has any great advantage ov.:! 
rhe status quo in terms of cost eff i t - i t , r ~ c y .  Also, the end of the 
prociuct:icn period under study is 12 !. .~bt~rs in the future. This  imp^: t:: 
a cons:~derable amount of uncertainty t:c both of the business base 
projections which in turn, adversely .itfects the certainty of a 
potent]-al cost savings. Coupling this with the loss of cornpetitivc 
pressure that would accompany a dual source production, makes any 
projected cost saving highly speculative at best. Additionally, t h e  
decisicn to go with only one producer would increase the producticn 
risk to the Army, therefore it appears that the best alternative is 
L . _ . _ _  . . .  - .. 

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



C -. G:fl  pa 

. ~ k ~ g ~ f q y ~ g ^  ceqe:;Sj;:~ L;' 
Y I , C S ~ ~  a fL/hk FBI g &  

D. GUIDANCE, GROUND RULES, FACTS 

1. There will not be a break in Abrams 120mm gun mount 
production at either DATP or RIA before the Upgrade Phase 2 
Program starts. 

2. Current new Abrams 120mm gun mo,unt production is split evenly 
(50/50) between DATP and RIA except for Egypt which is 100% RIA 
(per customer request) . 

3. DATP performs component machining for other Abrams components 
whether or not Abrams 120mm gun mounts are produced at DATP. 
(DATP will remain active) 

4 .  For contingency, either DATP or RIA can satisfy the current 
requirement of 7 5  new Abrarns 120mm cpn mounts per month without 
additional facilitization and/or tooling. 

5. RIA has begun an "Armament Enhancement Initiativen Program 
(AE:C) to upgrade 1629 Abrams gun mou.nts at RIA. over 4 years (FY93 
- J3!96). This requirement will be within the RIA business base 
and not effected by this study. 

6. The production requirement for new Abrams 120rnm gun mounts is 
24 per month starting in April 1996. 

7. AMCCOM/RIA jointly developed the RIA forecasted business 
base, the cost data for each alternative and the decrements for 
this study for FY96 through FYO3. The RIA business plan 
developed by AMCCOM is the basis for forecasting RIA business . 
from FY96 through FY03. The special rates which were developed 
to forecast costs are unique to this study. The data presented 
is not a proposal. 

8. GDLS developed a forecasted. business  base, cost data for each 
alternative, and decrements for this study for FY96 through FY03. 
Special rates were developed to forecast costs that are unique to 
this study. The data presented is not a proposal. 

9. Fi~al data scrub and analysis was performsd by TACOM's Cost: :. 
<vc- t,-c .-. - A r i a 1  ysis Directorate. 

10. Known environmental conditions at DATP and RIA are 
addressed. 

11. Total cost to the Army will be anal\ezed. 

12. The most economical and advantageous scenario from t ! ~ e  
government's perspective is examined in each alternative. 

13. .All references to Abrams product.ion rates within this 
doc~m~nnt refer to the production delivery schedule (Appendix A ! .  
NO a d l j i  - ; p- z 1 . '.- ---.-.. F M C  c.;a?c ; 6 - -= - : .--7 . . . . r-.x::idered in this 
- - -- J .  



1 4 .  RIA unfunded retirement is not included within the gun mount 
cost for RIA since the Army does not pay RIA unfunded retirement 
cost. Only FMS customers pay unfunded retirement (approximately 
$2.2 K (FY94C$)/gun mount) and this study is looking at the total 
cost to the Army). 

15. The costs associated with ARMY VERA/VSIP (Voluntary Early 
Retirement Authority j Yviuntary Separation Incenti-.-c Day) 
p a y r , ~ ~ t s  are not considered significant for inclusion in the 
analysis due to grade level and length of senrice of affected 
employees. 

16. $The quality of the new RIA Abrams 120mm gun mounts and the 
new GDLS Abrams 120mm gun mounts is-the same. both RIA and GDLS 
deliver gun mounts on schedule. 

17. All costs are time spread and shown in the fiscal year in 
which they will be incurred. 

18. Costs have accompanying backup that inclu.des an 
irnp:lementation schedule (tasks shown, chronologically on a 
milestone chart) by fiscal year. 

19. All costs within the study are shown in fiscal year 1994 
constant dollars (FY94CS). OMB/OSD compound and composite 
inflation indices, 04 Mar 93, are used for inflation adjustments. 
Additionally, a 4.1% rate derived from HQDA 12 Mar 93 guidance is 
appl.ied for discounting constant dollars. 

E. ASSUMPTIONS 

1. If RIA were to lose new Abrams 120mm gun mount production, RI;, 
would excess all Abrams 120mm gun mount unique Industrial Plant 
Equipment (IPE), Other Plant Equipment (OPE), Special Test 
Equipment (STE) and Special Tools (ST). Generiil Purpose 
Equipment would be retained at RIA. 

2. If DATP were to lose Abrams I ;!0rnm ( J u n  noun: product io!~, Pf.::.; - 
w o u l d  excess all Abrams unique (711!1 ::I, 1:::: I?r, ~ ; F C  , STE ar,d !:.I. . 
Equipment used to produce other  on:^ . $  I : I * . I : :  .; ;it i:;ATP w ~ u l d  b.2 
retained. 

3 .  Cannon proof firing and acceptar1c:c cost arcit assumed to : i:. 
same for both a RIA gun mount and .-I G D L S  gun rncunt and is 
excluded from the study. 

4 .  'The personnel "Reduction In Force!" -ing'cost 
a v i : n g s  to the Army for the RIF impacted  goverr.iment employees : :  

not included within the costs for we-rnatives 2 and 3. 



5 .  RIA and GDLS gun mounts are shipped to Aberdeen Proving 
Ground and then to Lima Army Tank PI-ant. This cost would be part 
of ]proof firing and acceptance which is not irncluded in this 
study. 

6. There is no recurring administrative savings for Alternative 
2 or 3 by reducing from 2 suppliers to 1 suppl.ier. 
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F. COST DATA ANALYSIS 

The cost data for this cost comparison was prlovided by 
AM('COM/RIA and GDLS and was then scrubbed and analyzed by TACOM. 

Table 1 on page 8 shows the areas of costs th,at will be incurred 
by GDLS and RIA for the 3 alternatives. These costs are divided 
into cost categories defined by the Abrams 120mm gun mount Work 
Breakdown Structure (WBS) which is listed bellow. This cost work 
breakdown structure: presents costs by non- rlecurring and 
recurring cost : 

NON RECURRING COSTS 

1.0 FACILITY 
2.0 EQUIPMENT 

2.1 EQUIPMENT LAY .AWAY 
2.2 EQUIPMENT REMOVAL 

3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL 
4.0 HUMAN RESOURCES 

4.1 SEPARATION 
4.2 HIRING/TRAINING 

5.0 MATERIAL 
6.0 PROGRAM MANAGEMENT 

RECURRING COS'E 

7.0 MAINTENANCE / CARETAKER 
8.0 OVERHEAD REALLOCATIOIV- 
9 . 0  GUN MOUNT MANUFACTURING COST 

In Section G. (COST BY WORK BREAKOOlrJN STRUCTURE), each of the 
WBS elements will first be defined. Then for each alternative 
the facility that will be impacted (RIA or DATP) will be 
identified along with the cost of that impact. A brief 
explanation of the impact will then be given to describe whzt 
the cost represents. Table 1 on pa'ic1t> 8 shows a template of what. 
costs are applicable to each altt.::~ i 1  :...;. 

DATA SOURCES, DELIVERABLE ITEMS, l~t'~':'~~ SCF.E5 

Similar scopes of work were wrltttb:i i'y TACOM' ;: Cost Analysls 
Division £01- both RIA and GDLS for I t : ?  aellverable items 
required for the cosc ccaparison. ' T ! I ~  scopes of work were bsscf :  
upon a total cost to the Army whlch placed both RIA and GGLS 0:; 

a "level playing field". All costs have the year and type of 
dollar time spread 'by the work brealtdown structure (WBS) showr. 
In Section G. All cost areas are identlf ied along with an 
,--:=-=cj -?  m F  * L r  ~---iln?c)!-c~~ used to calculate the costs. Thr 
backup aac& UaLL - -  7-  . F 'he costs 1s not included within 



this .study due to the competition sensitivity of the data. This 
backup data includes equipment lists, personnel rosters, 
implementation plans, etc. 

The AMCCOM/RIA data was assembled by AMCCOM. The methodologies 
for calculating costs for all areas of the work breakdown 
stricture (hZS) were analyzed by TAC:OM Cost An.alysis along with 
TACOM's Acquisition Center. The business base for R I A  was 
analyzed by independently contacting the "customer" and asking 
if the projected R I A  business base projection from FY96 Arough - 

I 
FYO:3 seemed reasonable. Tke?. spares, .prototype parts, and - 
mis~:ellaneous categories in the R I A  business base afforded no, .. 
~ O C  to independently verify the accuracy of the data. The 
results of the data scrub are summarized in Section H (Total ' 
Cost: Summaries and Analysis) . 

The GDLS data was assembled by GDLS. The methodologies for 
calculating costs for all areas of the work breakdown structure 
(WBS) were analyzed by TACOM Cost Analysis along with TACOM's 
Acquisition Center. The business base for GDLS was analyzed by 
independently contacting the wcustomer~ and asking if the 
projected GDLS businless base project.ion from FY96 through FY03 
seemed reasonable. The GDLS business base included MIA2 sales 
to unknown future FMS customers and were unverifiable. The 
results of the data scrub are summarized in Section H (Total 
Cost Summaries and Analysis). 

After the costs for both RIA and GDLS were independently 
analyzed, TACOM Cost Analysis performed a comparison which 
comp.sred and contrasted the costs for similar b?BS categories fot- 
RIA and GDLS. All discrepancies were{ anaIFze3 again to find ou! 
why the WBS categoriles were not comparable and to verify that 
both RIA and GDLS were costed "on a level playing fieldw. Cost 
data was also comparcsd to prior Abran~s Closure Studies to 
conf.irm the impact o.E a loss of Abrams 120mm gun mount 
production at DATP and RIA. The discrepancies within the cost 
data were due to the fact that GDLS produces gum mounts at DATI', 
a Government Owned Contractor Operated (GOCO) Facility, that RI::. 
prodcces gun mounts at a Government Cwned Government Operated 
F a c i L i t y  (GOGO) , and differences in accounting systems. 



TABLE 1 
ABRAMS 120MM GUN MOUNTS 

COMPETITION SENSITIVE 
COST TE:MPLATE 

Alternative 1 : 50 - 50 Split 
I IT96 w97 P(98 FY99 ROO FYO 1 FY02 FY03 TOTAL 

Alternative 2: GDLS PRODUCES 100% 
I FY96 w97  RIA ww 
I 

WOO I-YO1 M02 M03 TOTAL I 

Alternative 3: RIA PRODUCES 100% 

1 HUMAN RES~WfKES 1 
RECURRING. MFG I 

GDLS 
FACILITY 
EOUlPMENT 
ENVIRONMENTAL 
HUMAN RESOURCES 
MATERIAL 
PROGFiAM klG1' 

NOTE: COSTS SHOWN ONLY IN FY96 ARlE NON-RECURRING ONE TlhAE COSTS 
COSTS SHOWN IN FY% THROUGH FY03 ARE RECURRING COSTS. 
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G .  COST BY WORK BREAK DOWN STRUCTUIZE (WBS) .- 

1.0 FACILITY: - 
This element includes all costs associated wit:h the laying away 
or the excessing of just the real property, or physicai plant. 
This effort is associated with the 1.aying away of the portion of 
the plant that deals with Abrams unique l2Omm gun mount 
component machining and/or f abric;Lion functiolns . Plant 
engineering actions could include any actions such as laying 
awa:! heating and ventilating units, connecting or disconnecting 
non-emergency electrical systems or water lines, laying away or 
restarting overhead cranes, and securing exterior doors and 
windows. This element also includes the walling off or 
isol.ation necessary to make the remaining component machining 
more economical. 

ALTERNATIVE 1: 50/50 S P L I T  O F  NEW ABRAMS l2Omm GUN MOUNT 
PRODlUCTION BETWEEN R:tA AND DATP 

IMPACT ON R I A  OR DATP: l?O R I A  OR IIATP COST IMPACT 

ALTERNATIVE 2: GDLS PRODUCES 100% OF THE NEX ABRAMS l2Omm GUN 
MOUNTS 

IMPACT ON RIA: h10 COST IMPACT AT R I A  
-- 

RIA ~dentified no facility actions that would need to take place 
if GIjLS built all the new Abrams 120rrm gun mounts. 

IMPACT ON DATP:: NO COST IMPACT AT DATP 

No additional facilitization at DATP is required, the current 
DAT: facility can handle the increann in production. 

ALTERNATIVE 3:  R I A  PRODUCES 100% OF THE NEW ABRAMS l2Omm GUN 
MOUNTS 

IMPACT ON RIA:  NO COST IMPACT AT R I A  

No additicnal facilitization at R I A  is required, the current 
RIA facility can handle the increnu.: .~n productlon. 

IMPACT ON DATP: -1s M (FY94CS) IMPACT AT DATT 

The Gun Assembly Room at DATP is laid away in place when gun 
mount production is removed from DATP. No other facility work 
- c  n - . . -  - -  - - . - -  



2.0 EQUIPMENT LAY AWAY, REMOVAL: 
7 

2.1 Ecrui~ment Lay Awav: -- 
This element includes all the costs associated with laying away 
the component machining & fabricaticr 2rocesses. All equipment 
will be packaged, preserved, and laid away in accordance with 
best commercial practices. 

=!ERNATIVE 1 : 501'50 SPLIT OF NEW ,RBRAMS 120mm GUN MOUNT 
PRODUCTION BETWEEN R I A  AND DATP 

IMPACT ON RIA. OR DATP: NO R I A  OR DATP COST IMPACT 

ALTERNATIVE 2: GDLS PRODUCES 100% C)F THE NEW ABRAMS 120nnn GUN 
MOUNTS 

IMPACT ON RIA: NO COST IMPACT AT RIA 

No Jibrams unique 12Omrn gun mount equipment was identified to be 
laid away at RIA if all n e w  Abrams 120mm gun mount production 
went: to DATP (the RIA equipment would be excessed). The general 
purpose machining used to manufacture new Abrams 120mm gun 
mourlts is used for other RIA programs and is not laid away in 
place. If the equipment was to be laid away in place the lay 
away cost would be - 4 3  M (FY94CS) . 

IMPACT ON DATP': -- - IVO COST IMPACT AT DATP 

ALTERNATIVE 3 :  R I A  PRODUCES 100% OF THE NEW Af3RAMS 120111- GUN 
MOUN'TS 

IMPACT ON RIA: Pit0 COST IMF'ACT AT RIA 

IMPACT CN DATP: NO C O S T  IMPACT AT DATP 

No Ahrams unique 120rnm gun mount equip men^ was identified to i ~ .  
laid away at DATP if all new Abrams 120mrn gun mount production 
went to RIA (the DATE) equipment would be excessed). The genel-.t. 
purpose machining used for other DATP component machining is nc-: 
laid away in place. 

If the equipment was directed to be laid away in place, there 
w c u l c  be cast associated with 28 items of Induszrial Plant 
Equipment (IPE) and 10,938 items of 0j:her Plant Equip-~ni ( O F E ) .  
gages, Special Test Equipment (STE) , Special Tools (ST) , and 
other measuring equipment. The lay a w a y  cost would be .88 M 
( F Y 9 4 C S ) .  



2.2 E~ui~ment Removal : -- 

This element includes the cost for the planning, disconnect, 
packaging, crating and handling, and shipping of all 
government-owned equipment. Equipmcnn: will be processed in 
accordance with best commercial practices. Equipment will be 
stored at a government-designated site and excessed if not 
needed for other government program:;. These costs also include 
the restoration of the floors of the plant. 

=RNATIVE 1: 5 0 / 5 0  SPLIT OF NFM PLBRAMS l2Ormn GUN MOUNT 
PRODUCTION BETWEEN ELIA AND DATP 

IMPACT ON RIA OR DATP: NO RIA OR DATP COST IMPACT 

ALTERNATIVE 2: GDLS PRODUCES 100% OF TFIE NEW .ABRAMS 1 2 0 m  GUN 
MOUNTS 

IMPACT ON RIA: -32 M (FY94CS) COST IMPACT AT RIA 

This cost includes equipment disassembly, test & preservation, 
and excessing of 20 pieces of Abrams 120mm peculiar IPE (no 
general purpose machining is excessed) Floor restoration for 13 
foundations and tooling disposal is also included within this 
cost. RIA lays away less IPE than DATP because RIA has more 

--.- . - general purpose machining equipment t:hat is used by programs 
other than Abrams and will still be used for those programs. 

IMPACT ON DATP : El0 COST IMPACT AT DATP 

DATP does not require the excessed R I A  equipment. 

ALTERNATIVE 3: RIA PRODUCES 100% OF THE NEW ABRAMS 120mm GUN 
MOUNTS 

IMPACT ON RIA: NO COST IMPACT AT RIA 

RIA does not require the excessed i)i\'Tl' ecuipment 

IMPACT ON DATP: -41 M (FY94CS) COST IMPACT AT R I A  

This cost includes the cost associ;l~cd with the disposal of 28 
items of Industrial Plant Equipment ( . [ P E l  and 1C),938 items of 
Other Plant Equipment (OPE), gages, Special Test Equipment 
( S T E j ,  Special Tools (ST), and other measuring equipment. 
Seven vacant pits at DATP will need to be filled (machine areasi 
with sand and then be capped with cement. The flume system wiii 
be disconnected. 
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3 . 0  ENVIRONMENTAL - 
The environmental tasks address conduct of sit.e surveys to 
determine environmental soundness, clean up and decontamination 
of operational areas, and disposal of wastes encountered or 
created during the clean-up phase. (That otherwise would not 
have been necessary). 

ALTERNATIVE 1: 5 0 / 5 0  SPLIT OF NEW ABRAMS 120mm GUN MOUNT 
PRODUCTION BETWEEN RIA AND DATlP 

IMPACT ON RIA OR DATP: NO RIA OR DATP COST IMPACT 

ALTERNATIVE 2: GDLS PRODUCES 100% OF THE NEW ABRAMS 120mm GUN 
XOrnTS 

IMPACT ON RIA: NC) COST IMPACT AT RIA 

No environmental costs were identified by RIA for the removal of 
the librams 120mm gun mount dedicated IPE equipment. 

IMPACT ON DATP:: NO COST IMPACT AT DATP 

ALTERNATIVE 3: RIA P'RODUCES 100% OF 'THE NEW ABlRAMS 120mm GUN 
MOUNT'S - A -  - 

IMPACT ON R I A :  NO COST IMPACT AT RIA 

IMPACT ON DATP: . - 0 4  M (FY94CS) IMPACT AT DATP 

This is the cost of performing PCB testing of IPE before 
d i sposa l .  Samples are  taken from the excessed TPE equipment ar~cl 
t e s t e d  for PCB. 
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4 . (0 HUMAN RESOURCjB * - -  . .  . . . .  . - . .  + . . .. I : - "  , , ,  . ... ... . .. 

During production phase down, those costs associated with 
the separation of all employees impacted. Types of separation 
costs include separation pay, health care, group insurance, 
pension, dental coverage, outplacemc.nt, training services, and 
state unemployment. 

D E R N A T I V E  1: 5 0 / 5 0  S P L I T  OF NEW ILBRAMS 120mm GUN MOUNT 
PRODUCTION BETWEEN R I A  AND DATP 

IMPACT ON RIA OR DATP: 810 R I A  OR DATP COST IMPACT 

ALTERNATIVE 2: GDLS PRODUCES 100% OF THE NEW .ABRAMS 120mm GUN 
MOrnn'S 

IMPACT ON RIA: 1 . 3 3  M (FY94CS) COST IMPACT AT RIA 

This cost is associated with laying off 60 RIA workers (49 blue 
collar, 11 white collar) if GDLS builds all the gun mounts. 
Included within the cost is severance pay, annual leave, 
retraining allowances and Illinois state unemployment. 

The reason RIA lays off more workers than GDLS does is because 
RIA makes more parts in-house then GDLS does and RIA also 
performs more in-house processing on gun mount parts which GDLS 
contracts out (RIA has a higher work content than GDLS in the 
production of Abrams 120mm gun mounts). 

IMPACT ON DATP: NO COST IMPA.CT AT DATP 

ALTERNATIVE 3 :  R I A  PRODUCES 100% OF 'THE NEW ABRAMS 120mm GUN 
MOUNT'S 

IMP?-CT ON R I A :  NO COST IMPACT AT XIA 

IMPACT ON DATP: - 5 3  M (FY94CS) IMPACT AT DATP 

T h i s  :-epressnts the costs asso~:.?i:~:,i w i t ! :  i > \ r i ! i i : i  c<f (?DL:: :', 21-!<I 
workers if RIA builds all the gun mounts. 

There are separation costs f 01- 3 Dt?! .?rise D l s n t  Z e p r - e s s r ~ a  t iv.-. 
Off ice (DPROI  workers including sevl-r-znce pay, a n n u a l  l e a v e ,  
retr~iniric siiowances and M i c h i g a n  state unemployment a: ~3 c;::: 
of .04 M ( F Y 9 4 C S ) .  

For GDLS t h e r e  are separation costs for 36 GDLS workers ( 2 8  b l x e  
- - - - =  . C "  iY ( F V 9 4 C S ) .  



This human resource cost for GDLS c-onsists of extended health 
ca . re ,  group insurance, dental and pension benefits. All other 
cossts are included within the Fringe portion of GDLS overhead 
cost. 

The cost associa~ed with the effort to advertise, hire, train 
and certify workers for specific job applications as well as 
various generalized training. 

M ' E R N A T I V E  1: 50/50 S P L I T  OF NEW JABRAMS 1201x1 GUN MOUNT 
PRODUCTION BETWEEN R I A  AND DATP 

IMPACT ON R I A  OR DATP: NO R I A  OR DATP COST IMPACT 

W R N A T I V E  2 : &DL!: PRODUCES 100% 6F THE NEW ABRAMS 120mm GUN 
MOIRWS 

IMPACT ON RIA:: NO COST IMPACT AT R I A  

IMPACT ON DATI': NO COST IMPACT AT DATP 

GDLS would briri$ bZ3C-iS fully trained but previously laid off 
DATP UAW workers a t  no cost if GDLS were to build all the gun 
mounts. 

ALTERNATIVE 3 :  RIA PRODUCES 100% OF THE NEW AElRAMS 120mm GUN 
MOUNTS 

IMPACT ON R I A :  -11 M (FY94CSI CC:lST IMPACT AT RIA 

Cost associated with t h e  h i r i n g  & t r a i n i n g  of 8 additional 
workers at RIA i f  RIA builds all t i l e 2  gun mounts 

IMPACT ON D A T P ~  NO COST IMPACT AT DATP 
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5 - 0  MATERIAL 
7 

Thte costs associated with the disposal of excess material, both 
productive material (base material that soes into the gun mount 
finished product 1 and non-productive material (material that 
supports the gun mount manufacturing process but is not part of 
the finished product 1 . 

WERNATIVE 1: 5 0 / 5 0  S P L I T  OF NEW AEkwiS 120mm GXTN MOUNT 
PRODUCTION BETWEEN RIA AND DATP 

IMPACT ON R I A  OR DATP: NO R I A  OR IIATP COST IMPACT 

m E R N A T I V E  2: GDLS PRODUCES 100% OF THE NEW ABRAXS 120nrm GUN 
M o m m s  

IMPACT ON RIA:: N'O COST IMPACT AT R I A  

There is no material disposal cost for RIA. The excess 
proctuctive material (base material f30r the gun mount such as the 
cradle) and non procluctive material (such as tooling) at RIA 
associated with new Abrams 120mm gun mount production would be 
usedl for other gun mount programs at RIA.  

IMPACT ON DATP: NO COST TMPACT AT DATP 

ALTERNATIVE 3 :  RIA PRODUCES 100% OF THE NEW AWRAMS 120mm GUN 
xomrs 

IMPACT ON RIA: 

IMPACT ON DATP: 

NO COST IMPACT AT RIA 

-01 M (FY94CS) 

Disposal of excess productive material (base material for ti;.: 
gun mount such as the cradle) and non productive material ( s u c i :  
as tooling) at DATP associated with gun mount production. 



6 . 0  PROGRAM M A N A G I ~  - - 

The costs within this WBS element include those associated with 
the one time effort: for project management and property 
adniinistration necessary to coordinate the removal of the 
capability to produce mrams 120mm gun mounts from either RIA-or 
DATP . 

This element includes the level of tzffort required to coordinate 
project activity at several sites and among several functions 
and!/or departments. The program supervision effort to track 
cost and progress and report on same on a peri.odic basis. The 
exceptional effort (effort that is beyond what. is called for in 
the production contract) to resolve and focus resources to 
maintain schedules and budgets. 

It also includes the property administration cost of the effort 
required to identify the final list of related. property to be 
moved and/or dispositioned, prepare the necessary documentation, 
coordinate the physical location of the equipment at the new 
location, and perform a wall-to-wall inventory of all equipment 
at each of the locations. 

m E R N A T I V E  1: 5 0 / . 5 0  S P L I T  OF NEW ABRAMS 120mm GUN MOUNT 
PROIDUCTION BETWEEN R . I A  AND DATP 

B IMPACT ON R I A  OR DATP: NO R I A  OR DATP COST IMPACT 

4 IMPACT ON RIA:: NO COST IMP.ACT AT R I A  

RIA property administration costs are included within WBS 2.0 
Equipment Removal . 

IMPACT ON DATP: N3 COST IMP.i\CT AT DATP 

ALTE:RNATIVE 3 : RIA PRODUCES 1 0 0 %  OF THE NEW ABRAMS 120mm GUN 
MOUNTS 

IMPACT ON RIA:  NO COST IMPACT AT RIA 

.' IMPACT ON DATE': - 2 0  M (FY94CS) COST IMPACT AT DATP 

The effort required to coordinate GDLS project activity to track. 
.- - -, .; , . , _ I;r;rt~ and focus rt2sources for schedule and 
budget. It is anticipated to take 6 months to perform the 
entire effort. This includes identifying the f:i.nal list of 
related property along with the requf~red documentation. 



7 .I0 MAINTENANCE / U A K E R  - 
Costs associated with the increase of maintenance/caretaker 
costs at the facility resulting from the removal of the gun 
mount equipment and/or the relocation of component machining 
elsewhere. 

ALTERNATIVE 1. 50 1'50 S P L I T  O F  NEW ABRAMS 12 01mm GUN MOUNT - 
PRODUCTION BETWEEN R I A  AND DATP 

IMPACT ON R U i  OR DATP: NO R I A  OR DATP COST IMPACT 

=?ERNATIVE 2: GDIIS PRODUCES 100% (OF THE NEW ABRAMS 120mm GUN 
MOUNTS 

IMPACT ON RIAL: :NO COST IMPACT AT RIA 

There is no periodic equipment maintenance since all RIA Abrams 
120mm gun mount peculiar equipment is excessed. 

IMPACT ON DATP: I N 0  COST IMPACT AT DATP 

ALTERNATIVE 3 : RIA. PRODUCES 100% O:F THE NEW AERAMS 120mm GUN 
MOUNTS 

IMPACT ON RIA.: NO COST IMPACT AT R I A  

IMPACT ON DATP: 1 . 1 2  M (FY94CS)  COST IMPACT AT DATP 

This cost represents the current DATP floor space that G D L S  
rents from the Army that is utilized for Abrarns 120mm gun mount. 
prcduction. GDLS pays rent at DATP based upon the going mar%$-t 
rate for production floor space ($4.29/sq foot per year) in 
Warren Michigan. When gun mount production is removed from 
DATF, GDLS will rent 40,284 sq ft less than what t h e y  do nc.& 
each year. The government will lose this 1-ent:al income free-a 
DATP.  There is no periodic equipment maintenance since all I);,';': 
Abrams 120mm gun mount peculiar equ:iprnent is excessed. 



It is recognized that when you increase or decrease the number 
of gun mounts that (either RIA or GDL,S produces, there is also a 
cost impact on RIA lor GDLS "other bu.sinessn. This "other 
businessn is whatever else (besides new Abrams 120mm gun mounts) 
RIA or GDLS will be producing in the FY96 - FY'03 time frame. 

This cost impact represents a shifting sf fixed overhead from 
the "other businessm to the cost of the gun mounts (if either 
produces more gun mounts) or from gun mounts to their "other 
businessu (if either produces less gun mounts) . 
Cost: data from both GDLS and RIA indicate that this fixed 
overhead which is shifted between tbe cost of the gun mount and 
the cost of "other business" is f ixe ld  in total. What this means 
to this analysis is that because we are evaluating total cost to 
the Army - there is no impact due to the reallocation of 
overhead. Changes to the amount of everhead absorbed by gun 
mount production at both RIA and GDLS as well as the impact of 
thos,e changes on oth~er programs are all under the "cost to the 
government" umbrella.. While individual programs cost (including 
the gun mount program) may become cheaper or more expensive, the 
total amount of fixed overhead that the government pays is 
unchanged. There is no net cost effect between alternatives 
attributable to overhead reallocatior~s because the Army will pay 
the same total fixed overhead cost regardless of who builds the 
gun mounts. 



9 . 0  GUN MOUNT MANlUFACnJRING COST 

This  c o s t  is t h e  r e c u r r i n g  manufacturing c o s t  f o r  1896 new 
Ab:rams 120mm gun mounts fol lowing t h e  Abrams gun mount 
production d e l i v e r y  schedule (Appendix A) . The c o s t s  shown 
wi th in  t h e  s tudy  represen t  t h e  p r i c e  t h a t  the  U . S .  A r m v  would 
pay f o r  t h e  gun mount. The r e c u r r i n g  c o s t  inlcludes both tne 
f ixed  and v a r i a b l e  p o r t i o n s  of overhead t h a t  is a l l o c a t e d  t o  t h e  
Ab~rams 1 2 0 m m  gun mount. A s  d iscussed  i n  WBS 19.0 Overhead 
Rellated Real loca t ion ,  t h e  f ixed  overhead c o s ~  1s t h e  same i n  a l l  
a l t e r n a t i v e s .  

='ERNATIVE 1: 50 / '50  SPLIT OF NEW ;URAMS 1 2 0 m  GUN MOUNT 
PRODUCTION BETWEEN RIA AND DATP 

IMPACT ON RIA. AND DATP: 86.33 M (FY94CS) 

The t o t a l  manufacturing c o s t  f o r  1896 gun mounts with a 50/50 
s p l i t  between R I A  and GDLS is 8 6 . 3 3  M (FY94C$), [ u n i t  
manufacturing c o s t  is 45.5 K (FY94C:i) which is t h e  average of 
t h e  GDLS and R I A  u n i t  c o s t s ] .  

The GDLS manufacturing c o s t  c o n s i s t s  of d i rec t .  l abor ,  d i r e c t  
m a t e r i a l ,  f i x e d  overhead, v a r i a b l e  overhead, burden, c o s t  of 
money, and p r o f i t  . The burden accou~nts  f o r  mater ia l  handl ing,  
procurement and genera l  and a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  funct ions .  The GDLS 
t o t a l  c o s t  f o r  948 gun mounts is 4 5 . 9 5  M (FY94CS) , [ u n i t  
manufacturing c o s t  of 48.5  K (FY94CS)  I . 

The R I A  manufacturing c o s t  c o n s i s t s  of d i r e c t  l abor ,  d i r e c t  
m a t e r i a l ,  f ixed  overhead, v a r i a b l e  overhead, and burden. The 
burden covers  DBOF Clrdnance c o s t s  t h a t  R I A  pays t o  AMCCOM and 
HQ-MlC f o r  h igher  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  func t ions .  There is no c o s t  c: 
money or p r o f i t  a s s o c i a t e d  with a R I A  manufactured gun m o u n t .  
The R I A  t o t a l  c o s t  for  948 gun m o u n t s  is 40.38 M (FY94C$), [ u n l c  
man~. fac tur ing  c o s t  o f  4 2 . 6  K (FYCI.;('f I I . 

While i t  may appear t h a t  portion:; of (;DLS and R I A  manufactu~.ir:~- 
. . 

c o s t s  can be broken out and cornr -a t e d  ! :i~:.~ptti?d.?:?c l y ,  t i:i ..; i :: not 
t.he c a s e .  Each manufaccu~-er h a s  their own i < x r  accour~t L I I ~  

system. Even though t h e  categorie: ;  ! ~ . r v c  the same t i t l e s ,  the 
d e f i n i t i o n s  t h a t  exp la in  which item':; c o s t s  be:l.ong i n  each 
category a r e  noc i d e n t i c a l  but unique t o  each nlanufacturer. Fc! 
example, the  ccscs  t h a t  a r e  captur-etci 11). t:DLS f o r  d i r e c t  1abo:- 
may not inc luae  t h e  same a c t i v i t i ~ s  rnac R I A  cons iders  t o  be a 
d i r e c t  labor  c o s t .  D i r e c t l y  cornpal- i rir: individual  segments of 
each manufacturing cosy w i l l  y i e l d  m ~ ~ a n l ? a l e s s  r e s u l t s .  

The GDLS p r o f i t  accounts  f o r  1 3 . 9 9  of: tile gun mount 
manufacturing c o s t .  Without p r o f i t ,  C;DLS gun mounts would cos t  
l e s s  than R I A ' S  gun mounts. 



ALTERNATIVE 2 :  GDLS PRODUCES 100% OF THE NEW ABRAMS 120mm GUN 
MOUNTS 

9 IMPACT ON RIA:  NO COST IMP.ACT AT RIA 

IMPACT ON DATP: 8 5 - 3 8  M (FY94C$) COST IMPACT AT DATP 

The GDLS manufacturing cost c o n s i s t s  of d i r e c t  l abor ,  d i r e c t  
mateyi a1 , fixed overhead, v a r i a b l e  overheha, burden, c o s t  of 
money, and p r o f i t .  The GDLS total  c o s t  f o r  1 8 9 6  gun mounts is 
85 -38 M (FY94C$) ,  [ u n i t  manufacturing c o s t  of 45 .0  K (FY94CS) 1 . 

ALTERNATIVE 3: R I A  PRODUCES 1 0 0 %  OF THE NEW ABRAMS 120mm GUN 
MOUNTS 

IMPACT ON RIA: 7 7 . 8 7  M (FY94CS) COST IMPACT AT R I A  

The RIA manufacturing cost c o n s i s t s  of d i r e c t  l abor ,  d i r e c t  
mate,r ia l ,  f ixed  overhead, v a r i a b l e  overhead, an.d burden. There 
is no c o s t  of money and p r o f i t  a s s o c i a t e d  with a RIA 
manufactured gun mount. The RIA t o t a l  c o s t  f o r  1896 gun mounts 
is 7'7.87 M (FY94CS) , [ u n i t  m a n u f a c t u i n g  c o s t  of 4 1 . 1  K 
(FY94CS) I . 

IMPACT ON DATP: NO COST IMPAlCT AT DATP 

TOTAL COST DISPLAYS 

A breakout by year of the WBS c o s t s  for both R I A  and GDLS a r e  
summarized i n  Tables  2 , 3 , 4  (pages 2 1 ,  2 2 ,  2 3 ) .  

Table 2 summarizes t h e  c o s t  i n  f i s c a l  y e a r  1994 constant  dol1.1:: 
(""i54CS) . 

Table 3 summarizes t h e  c o s t  i n  escalat .ed do l l a r s  ( E X $ )  w h i c h  ;. 
a l s o  itnown a s  "cur ren t  d o l l a r s " ,  " then  year ao l l . a r s " ,  or 
"program d o l l a r s " .  

Table  4 summarizes the c o s t  i n  d i scour ted  f i s c a l  year 1 9 9 4  
c o n s t a n t  d o l l a r s  (DISC FY94CS) . 
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ABRAMS 120MlU GUN MOUNTS 
COMPETITION SENSITIVE 

TOTAL COST - ECINSTANT DQLLARS 

Alternative 1 : 50 - 50 Split M (FY94C$) 
MO1 NO2 mO3 TOTAL 

6.98 6.98 6.98 

I 6.73 13.31 13.26 13.10 12.95 , 12.95 12.95 1.08 86.33 1 

Alternative 2: GDLS PRODUCES 100% M (FY94C$) 
M 9 8  FY99 

EOUIPMENT 
HUMAN RESOURCES 

GUN MOUNT MFG 
lGoLs 1 6.48 12.97 12.97 12.!37 12.97 , 12.97 12.97 1.08 85.38 

Alternative 3: RIA PRODUCES 100% -- M (FY94C$) 

HUMAN RESOURCES 0.1 1 0 1 :  

GUN MOUN1-MFG I 6.22 12.18 12.09 1 1  80 1 1.54 11.54 11.54 0.96 77 a; 

GDLS 
FACILITY 0.18 
EOUIPMENT 0.4 1 

ENVIRONMENTAL 0.04 
HUMAN RESOURCES 

E L  1 i!ii PROGRAM MGT 
MAlNT I CARETAKER 0.17 0.17- 0 I7 

NOTE: COSTS SHOWN ONLY IN FY96 ARE NON-RECURRING ONE TIMI. COSTS 
COSTS SHOWN IN -56 THROUGH -03 ARE RECURRING COSl S. 



Fp' E TABLE 3 C ~QCURELIE~~?' S V S ~ V E  
- - 

ABRAMS 120MM GUN MOUNTS 
COMPETITION SENSITIVE A 

TOTAL COST - C F ~ ? Q - J " R ~  
Alternative 1 : 50 - 50 Split M (ESC$) 

NOTE: COSTS SHOWN ONLY IN FY96 ARE! NON-RECURRING ONE TIME COSTS. 
COSTS SHOWN IN N96 THROUGH FY03 ARE RECURRJNG COSTS. 

Alterna~tive 2: GDLS PRODUCES 100% M ( E x $ )  
WOO WOl P(02 -03 TOTAL 

025 
HUMAN AESOURCES 1 -45 

GDLS 
RKXIRR(N(3 MFG 14.n 15.09 15.43 1 5 . n  16.11 1.37 100.05 

I 
I 

Alternative 3: RIA PRODUCES 100% 
P(98 FY99 . IT00 FYO1 m02 ~ 0 3 -  ' TOY A1 

HUMAN RESOURCES a * 1.. , 

RECURRING MFG 13.57 1377 13.73 13.73 14.03 14.34 1.22 9 1  *: 

GDLS 
FACIUN 
EOUIPMENT 0.45 
ENVIRONMENTAL 
HUMAN RESOURCES 
MATERIAL 

I PROGFiAM !r/lGT 

0.04 
0.58 
0.01 
0.22 

! hlAINT I CARETAKER 0.10 0.19 0.19 0.X) 0.20 . . ---- 0 21 0 21 0 u *:  
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TABLE 4 

ia-; " ~ a u t ~ ;  I k h  

A,BRAMS 120MM GUN MOUNTS 
COMPETITION SENSITIVE 

TOTAL COST - DISC:OUNTED DOLLARS 

Alternative 1: 50 - 50 Split DISC M (FY94C$) 
FYSB MQSJ Moo 1301 P(02 FY03 TOTAL 

RlXURRING MFG 3.18 5.68 5.32 4.98 4.79 4.60 0.37 34.88 

Alternative 2: GDLS PRODUCES 100i% DISC M (FY94C$) 
I w9S FY97 M98 FY99 FYOO FYOI P(02 -03 TOTAL 

1 RIA 

Alternative 3: RIA PRODUCES 100% DISC M (FY94C$) 
- 

f FY96 FY97 FY98 l%Tsz WOO FfO 1 
- -- 

P103 TOTAL n o 2  
[RIA I 

I HUMAN RES(X1RCES 0.11 0 1 1  
RECURRING MFG 1 6.10 1 1.47 10.93 10.25 9.63 9.25 8.89 0.71 6 7  25 

GDLS 
FACILITY 0.18 
EOUlPMENT 0.40 
ENVIRONMEIVTAL 0.04 
HUMAN RESWRCES 0.52 
MATERIAL I 0.01 

NOTE: COST!; SHOWN ONLY IN FY96 ARE NON-RECURRING ONE TlNlE COSTS. 
COST!; SHOWN IN FY96 THROUGI-I FYO3 ARE RECURRING COSTS 



s 

H. TOTAL COST S W W I E S  

Three different types of costs are shown for the total Cost (for 
1896 new Abrams 12Clmm gun mounts) for this analysis. Costs are 
broken out by the recurring manufact:uring cost (the cost driver) 
and the implementation cost. Im~!arnentation costs include all 
the non-recurring clne time costs along with ariy non- 
manufacturing related costs associatzed with implementing an 
alternative (such as the increased recurring maintenance/ 
caretaker cost at DATP for Alternatj-ve 3 ) .  

COST SUMMARY FOR TABLE 2 : (FY94C$_) - 
Fiscal year 1994 constant dollars (FY94CS) shalw the costs 
without the effect of inflation in base year 1994. 

IMPLEMENTATION MFG TOTAL 
COST COST COST 

ALTERNATIVE M (FY94CS) M (FY94C.S) M (FY94CS) 
50/!50 Split 0 . 0 0  86.33 86.33 
Alt 2: GDLS 100% 1.65 85.38 87.03 
A l t  3: RIA 100% 2.60 77.87 80.47 

COS1' SUMMARY FOR TABLE 3 : (ESCS) - 
Esca.lated dollars (E:SC$) show the costs with the effect of 
inflation. This cost is also referred to as lacurrent dollars", 
"then year dollarsM or "program dollarsw. 

- -- .. 
IMPLEMENTATION MFG TOTAL 

COST COST COST 
ALTERNATIVE M (ESCS) M (ESCS) M (ESCS) 
50/50 Split 0.00 101.10 101.10 
Alt 2: GDLS 100% 1.80 . 100.05 101.85 
A l t  3: RIA 100% 2 . 9 3  91.17 94.10 

COST SUMMARY FOR TABLE 4: (DISC FY94C'Sl 

Discounted fiscal year 1994 constarlt dollars (DISC FY94CS) sflow 
the present value of costs without the  effect of inflation in 
base yea r  1994. 

IMPLEMENTATION MFG TOTAL 
COST COST COST 

ALTERNATIVE M (DISC) M (DISC) , M ( D I S C )  
5 0 / 5 0  Split G . 2 6  7 4 . 4 8  7 4 . 4 6  
Alt 2 :  GDLS 100% 1.61 73.57 75.18 
Alt 3: RIA 100% 2 . 4 3  67.23 69.66 
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. 1- COMPARISON OF ALTERNATIVES 

1 C . 2  
: . ,  eb t:i- si 1 1 $ 4 LC. t t  m 

From analyzing the above data it is evident that the cost driver 
for the totai gun rnounr; cost is the gun mount manufacturing 
cost. It is also acknowledged that thare  is a degree of 
-2nc'ertainty in the business base projections. This leacs to the 
conclusion that the p n  mount manuf a.cturirig cost (the cost 
driver) has an element of uncertainty. The cost of 
implementation is relatively insignificant when compared to the 
manufacturing cost for 1896 new Abrams 120mm gun mounts. 

Wheri the status quo, Alternative 1 (50/50 split of new Abrams 
120mm gun mount production between RIA and DATP) and the lowest 
cost. alternative, Alternative 3 (RIA produces 100% of the new 
Abra~ms 120mm gun mou.nts), are compared (86.33 M - 80.47 M) there 
is a. 5.86 M ( N 9 4 C S )  lower cost for Alternative 3. This amounts 
to a 7% cost difference when Alternative 3 is compared to 
Alternative 1. 

With the inherent uncertainty in the business base projections 
for both RIA and GDLdS in the FY96 through FY03 timeframe, there 
is also uncertainty about which alternative will provide the 
lowest cost to the A:rmy. The sensitivity analysis examines the 
effects of the business base on the cfun mount manufacturing cost 
for both RIA and GDLS. 

ANALYSIS OF BUSINESS BASE PROJECTIONS 
L- - 

A verification of business base projections was made by 
contacting managers associated with each program listed for RIA 
and GDLS and asking them to comment on the reasonableness of  ti^.. 
man years or quantities or dollars 1i . s ted .  

RIA BUSINESS BASE PROJECTION 

The workload for RIA in the FY96 through FY03 tl.mef -sms is ~ ; i i ~ . ' ~ '  

in Appendix B. The RIA business base projectior~ varies pel- ).I..,: 
and increases by 21% from FY96 to FYOO and 1evel.s out from F'foll 
through FY03. The overhead and burden for RIA i.s spread over 
the total forecasted direct labor man years for RIA. 

L2cters were sent out asking for confirmation of projected R i ? ,  
workload data to the programs, explicitly identifie5 in the 

n - 4 -  - -c 
. ' .  . : . ,  =:?at are active during the FY96 to FY03 time fr-am(. :  

~119, M198, LTWT155. X I ,  M48A5, XM291, AGS M35. M109A2, M109A':. 
PALADI:N, CMAS, AFAS, FAPP. Responses were obtained from 8 qf t !I* 

9 program offices that. showed activity during the study period.' . 
The opinions collected suggested that approximately 3 2 9  of the 



port-ion of the projection that could be verified was not likely 
to ever be funded. On the other hand, some RIA programs thst are 
relatively firm were not included in the projection and may 
compensate for all or some of the 319 that was found to be 
unlikely to occur. 

The projection for Fi!IA1s business base includes a large amount 
of prototype, spare parts and miscellaneous work that could not 
be verified. This afforded no points of contact that could 
inde.pendently verify the likelihood that this work would 
materialize. The RIA "industrial preparednessu work projected 
was verified. Approximately 40% of t:he RIA tot:al business base 
was unable to be verified. 

GDLS BUSINESS BASE PROJZCTION 

The workload for GDLS in the N96 through FY03 timeframe is 
show11 in Appendix C. The GDLS projected business base is the 
GDLS corporate position that GDLS will maintain a 1.4 per day 
MIA2 vehicle equivalent business base (338 veh/yr). The Abrams 
Upgrade Phase 2 program consists of . 5  veh/day, MIA2 FMS sales 
consi.sts of - 7  veh/day, while the remaining . 2  veh/day consists 
of other programs such as the Fox along with the other service 
contracts that GDLS performs as a "fu:ll service contractorn. 

It should be pointed out that 50% of the GDLS Business Base 
consists of FMS sales that are expected to materialize. These 
are FMS sales that are currently not on contract. PEO-ASM has 
reviewed the reasonableness of a l.s/day production rate in the 
time frame of the study with a combina~tion of--grade Programs, 
FMS sales, other support contracts, ,lnd unknown other 
requirements. 50% of the GDLS bu::!:~*?ss base is not firm and 
depends on unknown FMS sales. 

DEFENSE BUSINESS BASE UNCERTAINTY 

W i t h  t.he current dafer~se indus: J -  i . #  i : . . I : : ~ ~  := itluatic~)~~ it is 
. . d i i  fic:ult to accurately project: i i ; . .  :: 1.:i .i::d GDLS business b ~ s c  

f rom F'Y96 through FY03. The situ.3: : a ) : \  l-t~a: might be faced by th.2 
A r m y  during the timeframe of thi! :;tr:{iy may be distinctly 
different from the forecasted f u l l  tv1:;iness base. This is 
important because the fixed overfvb.tt: ~(1st borne by each unit 
will increase if the business bast. :;hr:inks. Both RIA and GDLS 
were asked to determine what the t-f>:;t of their gun mounts waul(< 
be if gnly a portion of their bus i r l e ss  base matex-ialized. 

For a sensitivity a n a l y s i s ,  RIA and G D I S  were ask.ed to provide 
the cosr of a gun mount i f  only 7 5 % ,  5 0 % ,  4 0 % ,  arid 30% of their 
own total projected business base eventually became firm. These 
i - ---Gn-re(3 tr 3 c  - d ~ r r e ~ c n t e d  business base. RIA 



additionally supplied costs associated with a 90% business base. 
A comparable 90% business base cost, f o r  GDLS w a s  i n ~ e r ~ o L ' a t e c  by 
TACOM Cost Analysis. 

It is important to note that RIA decrements are independent of 
GDLS decrements. This means that RIA could be operating at a 10% 
decrement (90% of their full projected business base) and at the 
same time GDLS could be operating at a 50% decrement. It is -- - -- also true ~ h a ~  ~ o L > ,  could be o p e r ~ i i r i g  aL a ~ u s  decrement while 
at the same time RIA could be opera~zing at a S O %  decrement. 

Table 5 shows a summary of the sensitivity ana1;~sis results on 
the cost driver, the gun mount manufacturing cost, in FY94CS. 
The costs shown for RIA have been adjusted to show a decrease in 
required M1A2 gun mounts when the GDLS business base is 
decremented. For e:xample, if the GDLS business base is 
decremented 509 there are only 144 gun mounts per year required 
instead of 288 gun mounts per year. Thus RIA would produce only 
as tnany new Abrams X2Omm gun mounts as the reduced MIA2 
requirement dictates.These are only recurring manufacturing unit 
cost:s. No one time c:osts associated with closing facilities are 
inc1.uded in these figures. This is the unit cost that the 
program manager wou1.d have to budget for in the POM. 

To use the unit cost matrix (Table S J ,  find the column that 
corresponds to the percentage of RIA"s business base projection 
that is expected to materialize. Next find the row that is 
labeled with the percentage of GDLS's business base that is 
expected to materialize. The three numbers at the intersectio~ 
of t,he column and row are the manufacxuring unit costs for th. 
three alternatives. 'rhe lowest cost manufacturing cost in eaci: 
scenaric is indicated by azbox surrounding it. -- - b -- 
Table 6 shows the totial cost for each of the sensitivity 
analysis' 36 scenarios, For comparison parposes t h e  t o t a i  ccz- 
includes t h e  cost t o  manufacture 1896 Abrams 120rnm gun mounts. 
To use Table 6 as a breakeven analysis, look down the columns 
and across the rows to see when the lowest cost alternative 
shifts. The actual breakeven point is between the r w o  
percentages that border the shift. 

For T,able  7, "Total Delta Cost: < > i  ! ? . . i : . . i  i ! ~ : l i < :  ,i 5 G j Y - , ;  ~ p l i  L "  
matrix, the top numbers at the intel-section of c h e  column . I ! ; :  

row are the delta cost (premium) bec..-:ceri Alt3rr1~~ ivs 1, 5 0 i t ,  
split, and the lowest cost alternativ.2 JL c t ~ e  asscciateu 
percenEages of the two business bsscs. T ! I ~  nest ncil!bsr do.*[! 
shows this cost difference as a ~:~:rccctage of th? total ccst . 
Alternative 1 .  Below tihis, the l t>wq-.s; cost alti..-n~t lve is 
identified. 

The results of the sensitivity a r?a l ;>s i s  for the c j s c ~ - . - s ~ ~ n t  i l r ? ; .  
manufacturing costs are summarized l n  'Tables 5, 6 ,  and 7 011 I :.. 
following pages. 
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!?!A RATES L 

-- - 
MANUFACTURING UNIT COST SENSITIVITY 

.INEARLY ADJUSTED FOR DECREASED GDLS M 1 
A B R A M ~  120mm GUN MOUNTS 

O u N H o w d w u F A c T u R I N =  UNIT cosT FOR POTENTIAL 
PERCENTAOES OF PROJECTED BUSINESS BASES 

A2 REQUIREMENT 

LOWEST COST IS BOXED IN EACH SCENARIO 
K FYO4Ct 



03 OEC 93 TABLE 6 
ABRAMO 120MM GUN MOUNTS 

TOTAL COST: SENSITIVITY ANALYSIS 
RIA RATES !=!NEARLY ADJGSTED FOR DECREASED GDLS M I A 2  REQUIREMENT 

AT POTENTIAL PERCENTAGES OF PROJECTED DuS;h;ESS OASES 
MIUIONS FY94Ct 

ROCK ISLANO ARSENA: 
PERCENTAGE OF PROJECTED OUSlNtSS UASC 

loox rnY 75% 50% <'J .., 3fJ ,,> 
.. . -. . . . . . . . . . . 

ACT 1 M.3  K T 1  UO M T 1  S t 7  
100% ALT2 87.0 ALT L. ,. - la? 3 ALT I ' b +  4 

K T 2  17.0 a 1 2  170) r ' , , c f  2 . - 1  :,i.~ I Jtl 7 ,  

M T 3  00.5J I N T J  826i  - 
&TJ 89.8 

. L Y  I A L T 2  .- 8'0 :. A L ' ? - ~ . . .  3'0, 
ACT3 10.90 ACT 3 $04 6 ALT I 1 1 6  3 

M.1 1 8O.O U T 1  928 ACT1 1015 A ~ I .  * o ? a  
K T 2  M,5 A L T  9 109 ? 

M T  2 08 5 J Ti i i iT  -- --' 8 0 s :  I-ILT? ees , .- n_ctz - 0 0 5 '  
K T 3  83.41 M T  3 00.4 ALTJ?OK ACT1 '~6.l A C T  j'--- -i 16 9- 

GENErUL 
DYNAMICS 

LAND 
K T ~  00:s MT 1 S4.2 ALf 1 105 2. ALT 1. --.- '?4 7 T * 1118 

M U  2 K T 2  W.0 00.8) 1 A L T ~  9 o ~  = i z  9ce - --iiiii--w": 
SYSTEMS K T 3  w.q & T I  91.7 ALT3 1116  ACT^-- - -109 0 4 ~ 2 0  7 

1 
% 

PERCENTAOE A i T l  0s.2 
OF PacEc:î v 50% loo 0 

ACT1 1113 ACT 1 
,-- K T 2  101.0 

A.-1 1 118 5 
BUSINESS BASE ACT2 1010) [ 

K T 3  6 [ Kt 
ACT2 101 0 ,  I ACT 2 

3 04.0) 
1 om 

ALT3 1152 ALT3 1135 ALT 3 1270 

K T  1 97.8 K T  1 101.5 ALT1 1129 ALT 1 112 6 A!-T 

M T  3 

..lC 

K T 2  103,s K T 2  103.5 ;<" 6 

8 I 
ACT2 3 5  [ Mi2 1035' rz K ~ ~ 2 7 0 3 5 1  

I T 3  . . .  34.5; 
- 

116 7 M T ~  1 1 3 2  a ~ i  F O 9 - C  

ACT 1 S7.T K T 1  01.1 
30% ALT 2 107.1 

K T . 1  103 7 

4 [ 
ACT1 1151 

4 1 2  107.1 ACT (73 1 
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3) T o f a  COSTS *mUDE MANUFACTURWO COSTS FOR 1896 A B W S  1ZOMM GUN MOUNTS 
FOR COMPARISON PURPOSES 



5 .  RIA and GDLS gun mounts are shipped to Aberdeen Proving 
Ground and then to Lima -.Tank Plant. This cost would be part 
of proof firing and acceptance which is not included in this 
study . 
6. There is no recurring administrative savings for Alternative 
2 or 3 by reducing fz:om 2 suppliers to 1 suppli'er. 



F. COST DATA ANALYSIS 

The cost data for this cost comparison was provided by 
AMcCOPI/RIA and GDLS and was then scrubbed and analyzed by TACOM. 

Table 1 on page 8 shows the areas of costs that W ~ L L  be lncurrec 
by GDLS and RIA for the 3 alternatives. These costs are divided 
into cost categories defined by the Ahrams 120mm gun mount Work 
Breakdown S~ructure (14BS) which is listed below. This cost wny'-- 
breakdown structure presents costs by non- recurr;ng and 
r e c u r r i n g  cost: 

iNON RECURRING C O ! m  

1.0 FACILITY 
2.0 EQUIPMENT 

2.1 EQUIPMENT LAY AWAY 
2.2 EQUIPMENT REMOVAL 

3.0 ENVIRCNMENTAL 
4.0 HUMAN RESOURCES 

4.1 SEPARATION 
4.2 HIRING/TRAINING 

5.0 MATERIAL 
6.0 PROGRAM MANAGEMENT 

RECURRING COST$i 

7 .0 MAINTENANCE / CARETAKER 
8.0 OVERHEAD REALLOCATION 
9.0 GUN MOUNT MANUFACTUR I lVG COST 

In Section G. (COST BY WORK BREAKDOWN STKiJCTURE), each of the 
WBS elements will first be defined. Then for each alternative 
the facility that will be impacted (RIA or DATP) will be 
identified along with the cost of that impact. A brief 
explanation of the impact will then be given to describe what 
the cost represents. Table 1 on plat> 8 shows a template of w h ~ t  
cos:.s are applicable to each a l t - I~ : : I . ! !  

Ci-.y3. SOURCES, '(jEi,IVE&biE ITEMS, 17t'\'\",'t't SCF.=.'v'S 

Similar scopes of work were writttl:l Ly TACOM's Cost Analysis 
Division for both RIA and GDLS £01- ".I:c deiiverable items 
recuired for the cost comparison. 'T!I.? scopes of work were bjsc.:  

bof:!l !?TA and GDLS ox upcn a total cost to the A r m y  which place- 
a "level playing field". All costs have che year and type of 
dollar time spread by the work breakdown structure (WBS)  show^ 
in Section G .  All cost areas are identified along with an 
- . . -  7 - - ^ C  - . l ~ r .  cf the methodology !!ceCj to calculate the costs. Th= ..- 
backup data used to identify the scsts IS not included within 



this .study due to the competition sensitivity of the data. This 
backup data includes equipment lists, personnel rosters, 
implementation plans, etc. 

A!4CCPN'/RIA data was assembled by AMCCOM. The methodologies 
for calculating costs for all areas of the work breakdown 
struc1:ure (WBS) were analyzed by TACOM Cost Analysis along with 
TACOM's Acquisition Center. The business base for RIA was 
analyzed by independently contacting the "customer" and asking 
if the projected RIA business base prcljection from FY96 through 

y I 
M03 :seemed reasonable. Tk,spares, .prototype parts, and - 
miscellaneous categories in the RIA business base afforded no,, 
&C to independently verify the accura~cy of the data. The 1. 

results of the data scrub are summarized in Section H (Total ' 
Cost Summaries and Analysis). 

The GDLS data was assembled by GDLS. The methodologies for 
calculating costs for all areas of the work breakdown structure 
(WBS) were analyzed by TACOM Cost Analysis along with TACOM's 
Acquisition Center. The business base for GDLS was analyzed by 
independently contacting the ncustome:ra and asking if the 
projected GDLS business base projection from FY96 through FY03 
seemed reasonable. The GDLS business base included MIA2 sales 
to unknown future FMSl customers and were unverifiable, The 
results of the data scrub are summarized in Section H (Total 
Cost Summaries and Analysis). 

A£ tezr the costs for both RIA and GDLS were independently 
analyzed, TACOM Cost Analysis performed a comparison which 
compared and contrasted the costs for similar WBS categories for-' 
RIA and GDLS. All discrepancies were analyzed again to find oc! - -- 

why t h e  was categories were not comparable and to verify that 
both RIA and GDLS were costed "on a level playing fieldu. Cost 
data was also compared to prior Abrams Closure Studies to 
confirm the impact of a loss of Abran~s 120rnm gun mount 
production at DATP and RIA. The disczepancies within the cost 
data w e r e  due to the fact that GDLS produces gun mounts at DATP,  
a Government Owned Contractor Operated (GOCO) Facility, that R I -  
produces gun mounts at a Government Owned Government Operated 
Facility (GOGO) ,  and differences in accountin9 systems. 



TABLE 11 
ABRAMS 120MM GUN MOUNTS 

C~OMPETITION SENSITIVE -- - 

COST TEMlPlATE 

Alternative 1: 50 - 50 Split 
M98 M99 MOO -0 1 W02 MO3 TOTAL 1 

I 

.I 
1 1 -  4 

Alternative 2: GDLS PRODUCES 100% 
WSB M99 

HUMAN RESOURCES 

Alternative 3: RIA PRODUCES 100% . - 
-- 

IRA 

Ti; W98 IT99 MOO FYO I -02 -03 TOTAL 

HUMAN RESOURCES 
RECURRING MFG 

GDLS 
FACILITY 
EOUlPMENT 
ENVIRONMENTAL 
HUMAN RESOURCES 
MATERIAL 
PRSfUU.4 MGT 
MNNT CP.RETAKER _ . . . __-- 

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

1-13 1 --- 

NOTE COSTS SHOVIN ONLY IN -96 ARE NON-RECUWffi ONE TIME COSTS. 
COSTS SHOWN IN N% THROUGH NO3 ARE RECURRING COSTS. 



G. COST BY WORK BREAX DOWN S T m C m  (WBS) - 

1.0 FACILITY: 

This element includes all costs associated with the laying away 
or the excessing of just the real property, or physical plant. 
This effort is associated with the laying away of the portion of 
the plant that deals with Abrams unique 120mm gun mount 
component machining and/or fabrication functions. Plant 
engineering actions could include any actions such as laying 
away heating and ventilating units, connecting or disconnecting 
non-emergency electrical systems or water lines, laying away or 
restarting overhead cranes, and securing exterior doors and 
windows. This element also includes the walling off or 
isolation necessary to make the remaining component machining 
more economical. 

ALTERNATIVE 1 : 5 0 / 5 0  SPLIT OF NEW ABRAMS 120mm GUN MOUNT 
PRODUCTION BETWEEN RIA AND DATP 

IMPACT ON RIA OR DATP: NO RIA OR DATP COST IMPACT 

ALTERNATIVE 2: GDLS PRODUCES 100% OF THE NEW ABRAMS 120mm GUN 
MOUNTS 

a1 IMPACT ON RIA: :NO COST 1M:PACT AT RIA 
7 --;C- -. 

RIA identified no facility actlons that would need to take place 
if GDLS built all the new Abrams 120mm gun mounts. 

* IMPACT ON DATP: NO COST IMPACT AT DATP 

No additional facilitization at DATE) is required, the current 
DATP facility can handle the incrc,~:;*? in production. 

ALTERNATIVE 3 : RIA. PRODUCES 100% OF THE NEW lRBRAMS 120mm GUN 
MOt'MTS 

IMPACT ON RIA: NO COST IMPACT AT RIA 

No additicsal facilitization at RIP, is required, the current 
RIA facility can handle the incrca2i.t in production. 

IMPACT ON DATP: -18 M (FY94CS) IMPACT AT DATP 

The Gun Assembly Room at DATP is l a i d  away in place when gun 
mount production is removed from DATP. No other facility wcrk 
is d=ne. 



F.;iOC[IA@E/iT $EpJTirg 
2 . 0  IZQUIPMENT LAY A M ,  REMOVAL : 

=L.1 gcrui~ment Lav Awiw: 

This clement includes all tZ1: zzsts associated with laying away 
the component machining 6. fabrication processes. All equipment 
will :be packaged, preserved, and laid away in acxordance with 
best commercial przetices. 

ALTERNATIVE 1: 5 0 / 5 0  SPLIT OF NEW ABUAMS 120mm GUN MOUNT 
PRODUCTION BETWEEN RUL AND DATP 

IKPACT ON RIA OR DATP: NO RIA OR DATP COST IMPACT 

ALTEFtNATIVE 2: GDLS PRODUCES 100% OF THE NEW ABRAMS 120rrrm GUN 
MOUNlCS 

IMPACT ON RIA: NO COST IMPACT AT RIA 

No Al~rams unique 1201m gun mount equipment was identified to be 
laid away at RIA if all new Abrams 120mm gun mount production 
went to DATP (the R I A  equipment wouldi be excessed). The general 
purpose machining used to manufacture: new Abrams 120mm gun 
mounts is used for other RIA programs and is not laid away in 
place. If the equipment was to be laid away in place the lay 
away cost would be - 4 3  M (FY94CS) . 

IMPACT ON DATP: I?D CcJSTTMPACT AT DATP 

ALTERNATIVE 3: RIA PRODUCES 100% OF THE NEW A:BRAMS 120mm GUN - 
MOrnrrS 

a IMPACT ON RIA:: NO COST IMPACT AT RIA 

IMPACT CN DATP: NO COST IM,PACT AT DATP 

No Abrams unique 120mm gun mount equipment was identified to 11, 
laid away at DATP if all new Abrams 120mm gun mount production 
went to RIA (the DA'TP equipment would be excessed) . The genel-.I : 
purpose machining used for other DA7'P componer~t machining is nc-' 
laid away in place. 

If the equipment was directed to be laid away in place, there 
would be cost associated with 28 items of Industrial Plant 
Equipment (IPE) and. 10,938 items of Other Plant Equipment (OPE) , 
gages, Special Test Equipment (STE) , Special 'Tools (ST) , and 
other measuring equipment. The lay away cost would be - 8 8  M 
(Fk'04CCj . 



2.2 Emi~ment Removal : - .  

This element includes the cost for the planning, disconnect, 
packaging, crating and handling, and shipping of all 
government-owned equipment. Equipment will be processed in 
accordance with best commercial practices. Equipment will be 
stored at a government-designated site and excessed if not 
needed for other government programs. These costs also include 
the restoration of th,e floors of the plant. 

ALTEFWATIVE 1: 50/50 SPLIT OF NEW ABRAMS 120nrm GUN MOUNT 
PRODUCTION BETWEEN RIA AND DATP 

IMPACT ON RIA OR DATP: NO RIA OR DATP COST IMPACT 

ALTERNATIVE 2: GDLS PRODUCES 100% 0 1 7  THE NEW -RAMS 120m GUN 
MOUNTS 

IMPACT ON RIA: -32 M (FY94CS) COST IMPACT AT RIA 

This cost includes equipment disassernbly, test & preservation, 
and excessing of 20 pieces of Abrams 120mm peculiar IPE (no 
general purpose machining is excessed) Floor restoration for 13 
foundations and tooling disposal is also included within this 
cost. RIA lays away less IPE than DATP because RIA has more 
general purpose machining equipment that is used by programs 
other than Abrams and will still be used for those programs. 

a IMPACT ON . DATE' : NO COST IM,PACT AT DATP 

DATP does not require the excessed R I A  equipment. 

ALTERNATIVE 3 :  R I A  PRODUCES 100% OF THE NEW ABRAMS 120mm GUN 
MOUIflS 

IMPACT ON RIA:  NO COST IMPACT AT RIA 

RIA does not require the excessed i)A'ii' eca ip rnen t .  

IMPACT ON DATP: -41 'M (FY94CS) COST IMPACT AT R I A  

This cost includes the cost assoclcitcd wlth the disposal of 28 
items of Industrial Plant Equipment (IPE) and 10,938 items of 
Other Plant Equipment (OPE), gages, Speclal Test Equipment 
(STE) , Special Tools (ST) , and other me=curing - .  . equipment. , 
Seven vacant pits at DATP will neec,  io 3? L i a A r i i  ,r,?ici.-:.- a ~ ~ a b  
.>.*L r-.- - ..-2 -I--,- ' - , - - A  , .  - L  - L cement The flume system wrli 
be disconnected. 



The environmental tasks address conduct of site surveys to 
determine environmental soundness, clean up and decontamination 
of operational areas, and disposal of wastes encountered or 
c r e a t e d  during t h e  clean-up phase. (That otherwise would not 
have been necessary) . 

ALTERNATIVE 1: 5 0 / 5 0  S P L I T  OF NEW ABRAMS 120xu1n GUN MOUNT 
PRODU(2TION BETWEEN RIA. AND DATP 

a IMPACT ON R I A  OlR DATP: NO RIA OR DATP COST IMPACT 

ALTERNATIVE 2: GDLS PRODUCES 100% OF TEE NEW =RAMS 1201m GUN 
MOUNTS 

IMPACT ON RIA: NO COST IMPAC!T AT RIA 

No environmental costs were identified by RIA for the removal of 
the Abrams 120mm gun mount dedicated :CPE equipment. 

IMPACT ON DATP: NO COST IMPACT AT DATP 

ALTERNATIVE 3 : R I A  PIRODUCES 1 0 0 %  OF THE NEW ABRAMS 1 2 0 1 ~ ~ l  GUN 
- - MOUNTS - -... 

a IMPACT ON RIA: 

a IMPACT ON DATP: 

NO COST IMPACT AT RIA 

. - 0 4  M (FY94CS) IMPACT AT DATP 

This is the cost of performing PCB t e s t i n g  of IPE before 
disposa l .  Samples are-taken from the excessed IPE equipment anli 
tested for PCB. 



. . . . . .  ? -  .. -. ;\ . . . . . . .  . . . . 
. . . .  - . i  . :. 

, . - .  
4 - 0  HUMAN RESOURCES , - '.; ;, ., 

. . , ' .' , . . .. . .  " ,..-r . . . .  . . . . . . . . . .  

4.1 Separation 

During production phase down, those costs associated with 
the separation of all employees impacted. Types of separation 
cost:s include separation pay, health care, group insurance, 
pension, dental coverage, outplacement, training services, and 
state unemployment. 

ALTE'RNATIVE 1: 50/56 SPLIT OF NEW AElICAMS 120mm. GUN MOUNT 
PROD'UCTION BETWEEN RIA AND DATP 

IMPACT ON RIA (OR DATP: NO RIA OR DA,TP COST IMPACT 

ALTERNATIVE 2:  GDLS PRODUCES 100% Ol? THE NEW ABRAMS 120mm GUN 
MOUNTS 

* IMPACT ON RIA: 1 . 3 3  M (FY94CS) COST IMPACT AT RIA 

This cost is associated with laying off 60 RIA workers (49 blue 
coll.ar, 11 white col.lar) if GDLS builds all the gun mounts. 
Included within the cost is severanoe pay, annual leave, 
retraining allowances and Illinois state unemployment. 

The reason RIA lays off more workers than GDLS does is because 
RIA makes more parts in-house then GDLS does and RIA also 
performs more in-house processing on gun mount parts which GDLS 
cont:racts out (RIA has a higher work content than GDLS in the 
production of Abrams 120mm gun mounts). 

IMPACT ON DATP: KO COST IMPACT AT DATP 

U E R N A T I V E  3 :  R I A  PRODUCES 100% OF THE NEW A.BRAMS 120mm GUN 
M O U I f l S  

IMPACT ON R I A :  NO C3ST 1MI:'ACT A T  R I A  

IMPACT ON DATP: .!53 M (FY94CS) IMPACT AT DATP 

This :-epres?nts t h e  costs associa~~2.i w i ti: i ?!,~L!IG .&:f :' 17FL': .t 5i ' I ; l  
workers if RIA builds all the qun mounts. 

There are separation costs for- 3 De! ense P l a n :  i?s~1-.-12ser.~at iv .-  
Office ( D P R O ) .  workers including sev.=l.sncs pay, a n n u a l  leave, 
retraininq allowances and Michigar! state unern!ploynent at a I:;?::: 
of .04 M ( F Y 9 4 C S ) .  

For GDLS there are separatic: ---'' F p v  ' 5  GDLS workers ( 2 8  b l u e  - - 
C G L L ~ L  zr,e 5wwnl te  collar)  or a total cost of . 4 9  M ( F Y 9 4 C S )  . 



This human resource cost for GDLS consists of extended health 
carep group Insurance, dental and pension benefits. All other 
costs are included within the Fringe portion of GDLS overhead 
cost. 

The cost  associated with the effort t.o advertise, hire, train 
and certify workers for specific job applications as well as 
various generalized training. 

ALTERNATIVE 1: 50/510 SPLIT OF NEW AEBRAMS 120mm GUN MOUNT 
PRODUCTION BETWEEN R1A AND DATE' 

IMPACT ON R I A  (OR DATP: NO R I A  OR DATP COST IMPACT 

ALTERNATIVE 2: GDLS PRODUCES 100% OF NEW llBRAMS 12Omm GUN 
MOUNTS 

IMPACT ON RIA: NO COST IMPACT AT R I A  

IMPACT ON DATP: NO COST IMPACT AT DATP 

GDLSl would bring back 15 fully trained but previously laid off 
DATP UAW workers at no cost if GDLS w e r e  to build all the gun 

ALTE:RNATIVE 3 :  R I A  PRODUCES 100% OF THE NEW ABRAMS 120mm GUN 
MOUNTS 

IMPACT QN R I A :  -11 M (FY9CCS) COST IMPACT AT R I A  

Cost associated with the hiring & training of 8 additional 
workers at RIA if RLA builds all t h e 2  gun mounts 

IMPACT ON DATP: NO COST IMPACT AT DATP 



5 . 0  MATERIAL 

The costs associated with the disposal of excess material, both 
produ.ctive material (base material that goes into the gun mount 
f inis,hed product) and non-productive material (material. that 
supports the gun mount manufacturing process but: is not part of 
the finished product) . 

ALTEFLNATIVE 1: 5 0 / 5 0  SPLIT OF NEW ABIUWS 120mm G73N MOUNT - .  
PRODUCTION BETWEEN RLX AND DATP 

IMPACT ON R I A  OR DATP: NO RIA OR DATP COST IMPACT 

ALTEIWATIVE 2 :  GDLS PRODUCES 1 0 0 %  OF THE NEW ABRAMS 120nrm GUN 
MOUNlCS 

IMPACT ON RIA: NO COST IMPACT AT RIA 

There is no material disposal cost for RIA. The excess 
productive material (base material for the gun mount such as the 
cradle) and non productive material (such as to801ing) at RIA 
associated with new &rams 120mm gun mount production would be 
used for other gun mount programs at RIA. 

IMPACT ON DATP: - NCI COST IMPACT AT DATP 

ALTERNATIVE 3 :  RIA PRODUCES 100% OF THE NEW ABRAMS 120mm GUN 
MOUNTS 

IMPACT ON RIA: NO COST IMPACT AT R I A  

IMPACT ON DATP: .Ol M (FY94CS) 

Disposal of excess productive material (base material for ~ i ; . .  
gun mount such as the cradle) and no:n productive material ( suc i :  
as cooling) at DATP associated with gun mount production. 



6 . 0  PROGRAM MANAGEM= 

The costs within this WBS element include those associated with 
the one time effort for project management and property 
administration necessary to coordinate the removal of the 
capability to producle Abrams 120mm gun mounts from either RIA or 
DATP . 

This element includes the level of effort required to coordinate 
project activity at several sites and among several functions 
and/or departments. The program supervision effort tc track 
cost and progress and report on same on a ~eriodic basis. The 
exceptional effort (effort that is beyond what is called for in 
the production contract) to resolve and focus rlzsources to 
maintain schedules and budgets. 

It al-so includes the property administration cost of the effort 
required to identify the final list of related property to be 
movecl and/or disposit.ioned, prepare the necessary documentation, 
coorclinate the physic!al location of tlne equipment at the new 
location, and perfom a wall-to-wall inventory of all equipment 
at ea.ch of the locations. 

ALTERNATIVE 1: 50 /50  SPLIT OF NEW ABKAMS 120mm GUN MOUNT 
PRODUCTION BETWEEN R I A  AND DATP 

IMPACT ON RIA OR DATP: NO RIA OR DATP COST IMPACT 

-- . - --ALTERNATIVE 2 :  GDLS PRODUCES 100% O F  THE NEW ABRAMS 120~1x1  GUN 
M0UNT:S 

IMPACT ON R I A :  NO COST IMPACT AT RIA 

RIA property administration costs are included within WBS 2.0 
Equiprnent Removal. 

IMPACT ON DATP: NO COST IMPACT AT DATP 

ALTEFWATIVE 3 :  R I A  PRODUCES 100% O F  THE NEW ABRIAMS 120mm GUN 
MOUNTS 

IMPACT ON R I A :  NO COST IMPACT AT R I A  

IMPACT ON DATP: -20 M (F'Y94C$) COST IMPACT AT DATP 

The effort required to coordinate GDLS project activity to track. 
czsts, progress, reports and focus resources for schedule and 
budget. It is znticipated tc t z k e  6 months to perform the 
entire effort. This includes identifying the final list of 
related property along with the required documentation. 



7 . 0  MAINTENANCE / CASETAKER . - - 

Costs associated with the increase of maintenance/caretaker 
costs; at the facility resulting from Ithe removal of the gun 
mount: equipment and/or the relocation of component machining 
elsewhere. 

ALTEIWATIVE 1: 50/51) SPLIT OF NEW ABRAMS 120mm GUN MOUNT 
PRODlJCTION BETWEEN RIA AND DATP 

UPACT ON R I A  OR DATP: NO1 RIA OR DATP COST IMPACT 

ALTERNATIVE 2: GDLS PRODUCES 100% OF THE NEW A B W  12O~x1m GUN 
MOUNTS 

IMPACT ON RIA: NO COST IMPACT AT RIA 

There is no periodic equipment maintenance since all RIA Abrams 
120a1m gun mount peculiar equipment it; excessed. 

e IMPACT ON DATEb: NO COST IMPACT AT DATP 

ALTERNATIVE 3 :  R I A  PRODUCES 100% OF M E  NEW ABRRMS 1201nm GUN 
MOrnITS 

t~ IMPACT ON RIA:: NO COST IMPACT AT R I A  

D IMPACT ON DATP: 1 . 1 2  M (FY94CS) COST IMPACT AT DATP 

Thi:s cost represents the c u r r e n t .  DATP f loor  space t h a t  GDLS 
r e n t s  from t h e  Army that is utilized for Abrams 120mm gun mount. 
p r o d u c t i o n .  GDLS p a y s  r e n t  at DATP based upon t h e  g o i n g  mar%,-t 
r a t e  for p r o d u c t i o n  f l o o r  s p a c e  ($4.29/sq f o o t  p e r  year) i n  
Warren Michigan.  When gun mount p r o d u c t i o n  is removed from 
DATF, GDLS w i l l  rent 4 0 , 2 8 4  sq f t  li?ss t h a n  what :hey do nc.d 
each  y e a r .  The government  w i l l  lose chis renKal income frci;; 
DATP. There  is no  periodic equipment  maintenance  s i n c e  a l l  DL.;.; 
Abrams 12Omm gun mount peculiar equipment  is e x c e s s e d .  



8 . 0  OVERHEAD REALLOCATION 

It is recognized that: when you increase or decrease the number 
of gun mounts that either RIA or GDLS produces, there is also a 
cost impact on RIA or GDLS "other businessw. This "other 
businessn is whatever.else (besides new Abrams ,120mm gun mounts) 
RIA or GDLS will be producing in the .FY96 - FYO:3  time frame . 

This cost impact represents a shifting of fixed overhead from 
the "cther busir-ess" to the cost of t:he gun mou~nts (if either 
produces more gun mounts) or Liom gun mounts to their "other 
business" (if either produces less gun mounts). 

Cost data from both C;DLS and RIA indicate that this fixed 
overhead which is shifted between the cost of the gun mount and 
the cost of "other businessn is fixed in total. What this means 
to this analysis is that because we are evaluating total cost to 
the O v m y  - there is no impact due to ithe reallocation of 
overhead. Changes to the amount of overhead absorbed by gun 
mount: production at both RIA and GDLS as well as the impact of 
those changes on other programs are all under the "cost to the 
governmentm umbrella. While individual programs cost (including 
the fun mount program) may become cheinper or more expensive, the 
total. amount of fixed overhead that the government pays is 
unchanged, There is no net cost effect between alternatives 
attributable to overhead reallocations because the Army will pay 
the same total fixed overhead cost regardless o:E who builds the 
gun mounts. 



9.0 GUN MOUNT WWUF14CTURYNG COST 

This cost is the recurring manufacturing cost for 1896 new 
Abrarns 120mm gun mounts following the Abrams gun mount 
production delivery schedule (Appendix A)  . The costs shown 
within the study represent the price that the U . S .  Army would 
pay for the gun mount:. The recurring cost includes both the 
fixed and variable portions of overhead that is allocated to the 
Abran~s 120mm gun mount. As discussed in WBS 8.0 Overhead 
Related Reallocation, the fixed overhead cost is the same in all 
alternatives. 

ALTERNATIVE 1: 50/501 SPLIT OF NEW ABlRAMS 120mm GUN MOUNT 
PRODUCTION BETWEEN RIA AND DATP 

IMPACT ON RIA AND DATP: 86.33 M (M94CS) 

The total manufacturing cost for 1896 gun mounts with a 5 0 / 5 0  
split between RIA and GDLS is 86.33 M (FY94C$), [unit 
manufacturing cost is 45 .5  K (FY94CS) which is the average of 
the GDLS and RIA unit costs]. 

The GDLS manufacturing cost consists of direct ].abort direct 
material, fixed overhead, variable overhead, burden, cost of 
money, and profit. The burden account:s for material handling, 
procurement and general and administrative functions. The GDLS 
total cost for 948 gun mounts is 4 5 . 9 5  M (FY94CS1, [unit 
manufacturing cost of 48.5 K (FY94CSl 1 . 

The RIA manufacturing cost consists of airsct labor, direct 
material, fixed overhead, variable ov~rhead, and, burden. The 
burden covers DBOF Ordnance costs that RIA pays to AMCCOM and 
HQ-AN(? for higher administrative functions. There is no cost c: 
money or profit assoc.iated  with.^ R I A  manufactured gun mount. 
The RIA total cost for 948 gun mounts is 40.38 M (FY94C$), [unit 
manufacturing cost of 42 - 6  K ( F Y ? . ; ( ' t j  ] . 

While it may appear that portion:: of  (IDLS and RIA manufzctul-ir:~: 
costs can be broken out and cornysa ted ! :~.i.- p~::a.-nc l y , t I: i s i:: not 
t . 1 1 ~  case. Each manufac-turer hc3s t hetr own c3st J C C O U I ~ ~  1119 

system. Even though the categorle:; Ii.ivi! the same titles, tile 
definitions that explain which it+'ma:; costs belong in each 
category are not identical but unlqllti to each manufacturer. Fc! 
exampl.e, the costs that are captu!.e.ti t>y 6:DLS for- direct labor 
may not include the same activitips t h a t  RIA considers to be '3 

direct labor cost. Dlrectly comparirla rndlvldual segments of 
each manufacturing cost will yield m~aninaless results. 

The GTILS profit accourits for 13.9% of th? gun mount 
manufacturing cost. Without profit, GDLS gun mounts wculd cost 
less t h a n  RIA8 s gun mounts. 



ALTERNATIVE 2: GDLS PRODUCES 100% OF THE NEW ABRAMS 120mm GUN 
MOUNTS 

0 IMPACT ON RIA:  NO COST IMPACT AT RIA 

IMPACT ON DATP: 85.38 M (PY94CS)  COST IMPACT AT DATP 

The GDLS manufacturing cost consists of direct labor, direct 
material, fixed overhiead, variable overhead, burden, cost of 
money, and prof it. The GDLS total cost for 1896 gun mounts is 
85 - 3 8  M (FY94C$), (unlit manufacturing cost of 45.0 K (FY94CS) 1 . 

ALTERNATIVE 3 : R I A  PRODUCES 100% OF ,THE NEW ABIULMS 120mm GUN 
MOUN'l!S 

IMPACT ON RIA: 77 .87 M (FY94CS) COST IMPACT AT RIA 

The KIA manufacturing cost consists of direct labor, direct 
material, fixed overhead, variable overhead, and burden. There 
is no cost of money and profit associated with a RIA 
manufactured gun mount. The RIA total cost for 1896 gun mounts 
is 7'7.87 M (FY94CS) , [unit manufacturing cost of 41.1 K 
(FY94CS) 1 . 

IMPACT ON DATP: NO COST 1MPA.CT AT DATP 

TOTAL COST D I S P L A Y S  

A breakout by year of the WBS costs for both RIA and GDLS are 
summal-izea in Tables 2,3,4 (pages 21, 22, 2 3 ) .  

Table 2 summarizes the cost in fiscal year 1994 constant doll.1:: 
(i-".i5.;CS) . 

Tab3.e 3 summarizes the cost in escal.ated dollars (ESCS) which :. 
also known as "current dollars", "then year dollars", or 
"program a s l  lars" . 

Table 4 summarizes t.he cost in discounted fiscal year 1994 
constani dollars (DISC FY94CS) . 
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P.SLJ@$EST @/jmr r~ TABLE 2 h.~'(' bt  4 

ri; 
ABRAMS 120MM GUN MOUNTS 

COMPETITION SENSITIVE 
TOTAL COST - I/PNSTAN_T:D.~LLARS - -  . 

Alternative 1 : 50 - 50 Split 
M98 -99 MOO 

GUN MOUNT MFG 3.24 6.33 6.28 6.12 5.97 40.38 

lGoLs GUN MOUNT MFG 1 3.49 6.98 6.98 6.98 6.98 6.98 6.98 0.58 45.95 

[TOTAL I 6.73 13.31 13.26 13.10 12.95 , '12.95 12.95 1.08 86.331 

Alternative 2: GDLS PRODUCES 100%; M (FY94C$) 
M98 

EQUIPMENT 
HUMAN RESOURCES 1.33 

PLs GUN MOUNT MFG I 6.48 12.97 12.97 12.97 12.97 12.97 12.97 1.08 85.38 

I 8.13 12.97 12.97 12.9'1 12.97 12.97 12.97 1.08 8L03: 

1 1.40 -0.34 -0.29 -0.1 :3 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.00 oTio; 

M (FY94C$) A1ternati;ve 3: RIA PRODUCES 100% 

/ HUMAN RESOURCES 
GUN MOUNT MFG 

GDLS 
FACILI'IY 
EOUlPMENl 
ENVIR0NME:NTAL 
HUMAN RESOURCES ) MATERIAL 

1 E.",Y,"A;:,";ArE 4 

NOTE: COSTS SHOWN ONLY IN M96 AFlE NON-RECURRING ONE TIME COSTS 
COSTS SHOWN IN FY96 THROUGH M03 ARE RECURRING COSTS. 



ABRAMS 120MM GUN MOUNTS 
COMPETITION SENSITIVE , rcr- 

TOTAL COST -G-J.,I ARS 

Alternative 1 : 50 - 50 Split M (ESC$) 
M96 FY97 M98 mQ9 PT00 FyOl -02 -03 TOTAL 

RECURRING MFG 3.53 7.05 7.15 7.12 7.10 726 7.42 0.63 

47-26 I 

Altematiive 2: GDLS PRODUCES 100% M (ESC$) 
Mse M99 P I  m91 p+F HUMAN ~~~%~ 1.45 

Alternaitive 3: RIA PRODUCES 1 00% M (ESC$) 

I HUMAN REISOURCES 0.12 
RECURRING MFG 1 6.78 13.57 13.77 13.73 13.73 14.03 14.34 1.22 

NOTE. COiSTS SHOWN ONLY IN M96 ARE NON-RECURRING ONE 'nME COSTS 
COSTS SHOWN IN -96 THROUGH FY03 ARE RECURRING COSTS. 

GDLS 
FAClLllY 
EQUIPMENT 

I ENWRONMENTAL 
HUMAN RESOURCES 

1 F:g%l !dGT 
MAlNT I CARETAKER 

. - 

0.20 
0 45  
0.04 
0.58 
0.01 
0.22 
0 10 - 0 19 0 19 - 0.20 O m  . 0 21 0 21 04.: 



ABRAMS 120MM GUN MOUNTS 
C;OMPETITION SENSITIVE 

TOTAL COST - DISCOUNTED DOLLARS 

Alternative 1 : 50 - 50 Split DISC M (FY94C$) 
[ Ff96 M97 P198 I799 MOO MOl W02 IT03 TOTAL 

lFuA I 

Alternative 2: GDLS PRODUCES 100% DISC M (FY94C$) 
1 F Y S  M97 FY98 P(99 FYOO FYC) 1 IT02 IT03 TOTAL 

IWA 

I MUIPMENT 
HUMAN RESCKlRCES 

I 7.96 '12.21 1 1.73 11.27 10.82 10.40 9.99 0.80 ~ 5 ~ 8  ! 
U T A  TO ALT 'I I 1.36 -0.32 -0.26 -0.11 0.01 0.01 0.01 0y70: 

Alternative 3: RIA PRODUCES 100% ; DISC M (FY94C$) 
- ---- - -- 

[ M96 M!37 IT98 M99-- l%O WO 1 W02 W03 TOTAL 
1 RIA 1 

I HUMAN RESOURCES 0 1 1  . 
RECURRING IvlFG 11.47 10.93 10.25 9.63 9.25 8.89 0.71 67 23 

NOTE: COSTS SHOWN ONLY IN FY96 ARE NON-RECURRING ONE TIME COSTS. 
COSTS SHOWN IN fY96 THROUGI-I FY03 ARE RECURRING COSTS. 

GDLS 
FAclCllY 
EQUIPMENT 
ENVIRONMEbITAL 
HUMAN RESCWRCES 
MATERIAL 

j PFIX~FWMGT 

0.18 
0.40 
0.04 
0.52 
0.01 
0.20 

[ MAlNT /CARETAKER 1 0.09 0.16 0.15 0 15 .. . 0.14 0.14 0 13 --- - - -.-- -- . 0 Cl 

- . - . . - - - - - .  
1 7.65 1 1.63 ll.08_- .- -- - .  10 40-..- 9.77 9 39 9.02-- - 0 71 
I 1.05 -0.90 -0 91 .... -0 98-- . -- -- -1.04 -1 00 -0.96--- -- -0 - OF! 



H. TOTAL COST SUMMAR.IES 

Three: different types; of costs are shown for the total cost (for 
1896 new Abrams l20mrr1 gun mounts) for this analysis. Costs are 
broken out by the recurring manufactu~cing cost (the cost driver) 
and t.he implementation cost. ~mplemelltation costs include all 
the non-recurring one time costs along with any non- 
manufacturing related costs associated with implementing an 
alternative (such as the increased recurring rna:intenance/ 
caretaker cost a t  DATP for Alternative 3). 

COST SUMMARY FOR TABLE 2: (F'Y94CSL 

Fiscal year 1994 constant dollars (FY94CS) show the costs 
without the effect of inflation in base year 1994. 

IMPLEMENTATION MFG TOTAL 
COST COST COST & 

ALTEIWAT IVE - M (FY94CS) M (FY94CS) M (FY94CS) r- ..--. 1 

5 0 / 5 0  Split 0.00 86.33 86.33 c-2. 
Alt 2: GDLS 100% 1.65 85.38 87.03 c'?- 
A l t  3: R I A  100% 2.60 77.87 80.47 c 

-v- es 
Ezz 

COST SUMMARY FOR TABLE 3 : (ESCS) f=T 

EscaLated dollars (ESCS) show the costs with the effect of --+I 
inflation. This cost is also referred to as "c:urrent dollars", 
"then year dollars" or "program dolla.rsW. [ 1 - 3 7  

v . - Y U 

IMPLEMENTATION MFG TOTAL C,*aZl 
COST a. A -- COST COST U-- -r - - 

a .  

M (ESCS) M (ESCS), M (ESCS) -.-.--: 8 ALTERNATIVE CT .--' 
5 0 / 5 0  Split 0.00 101.10 101.10 [--- 
Alt 2: GDLS 100% 1-80 . 100.05 101.85 

Alt 3: RIA 100% 2.93 91.17 94.10 

COST' SUMMARY FOR TABLE 4: (DISC FY94(3 

Discounted fiscal year 1994 constant dollars (DISC FY94CS) show 
the present value of costs without tlle effect of inflation in 
base year 1 9 9 4 .  

IMPLEMENTAT I ON MFG TOTAL 
COST COST COST 

ALTE:RNATI VE M (DISC) M (DISC). M (DISC) 
50/50 Split 0.00 7 4 . 4 8  7 4 . 4 8  
Alt 2: GDLS 100% 1.61 73.57 7 5 . 1 8  
Alt 3 :  R I A  100% 2.43 67.23 69.66 



From analyz ing  t h e  above data it is evident  t h a t  t h e  cost d r i v e r  
f o r  t h e  total  gun mount c o s t  is t h e  gun mount manufacturjn: 
c o s t .  I t  is a l s o  acki~owledged t h a t  th.ere is a degree of 
u n c e r t a i n t y  i n  t h e  bus iness  base p r o j e c t i o n s .  This  l e a d s  t o  t h e  
conclus ion  t h a t  t h e  gun mount manufacturing cos t  ( t h e  c o s t  
d r i v e r )  has  an element of unce r t a in ty .  The cos t  of 
impletnentation is relat ively i n s i g n i f  i .cant when compared to  t h e  
manufacturing c o s t  f o:r 1896 new Abrams; 120mm gun, mounts. 

When t h e  s t a t u s  quo, A l t e r n a t i v e  1 ( 5 0 / 5 0  s p l i t  of new Abrams 
120mm gun mount product ion  between R I A  and DATP) and t h e  lowest 
c o s t  , a l t e r n a t i v e ,  A l t e r n a t i v e  3 ( R I A  produces 100% of t h e  new 
Abrams 120mm gun mounts), are comparecl. (86.33 M - 80.47 MI t h e r e  
is a 5.86 M (FY94C$) l o w e r  c o s t  f o r  A l t e r n a t i v e  3 .  This  amounts 
t o  a 7% cost d i f f e r e n c e  when Alternatj ive 3 is compared t o  
A l t e r n a t i v e  1. 

With t h e  inheren t  u n c e r t a i n t y  i n  t h e  bus iness  base p r o j e c t i o n s  
f o r  both  R I A  and GDLS i n  t h e  FY96 through FY03 timeframe, t h e r e  
is a l s o  u n c e r t a i n t y  about which a l t e r n a t i v e  w i l l  provide t h e  
lowest cost t o  t h e  Army. The s e n s i t i v i t y  a n a l y s i s  examines t h e  
e f f e c t s  of  t h e  bus iness  base  on t h e  gun mount manufacturing c o s t  
f o r  both  R I A  and GDLS. 

. - 
ANALYSIS OF BUSINESS BASE PROJECTIONS 

A v e r i f i c a t i o n  of bus iness  base p r o j e c t i o n s  was made by 
conta.cting managers a s s o c i a t e d  wi th  each program l i s t e d  f o r  R I A  
and GDLS and asking t.hem t o  comment on t h e  reasonableness  of ti!.. 
man years or quantities or dollars listed. 

RIA HUSINESS BASE PROJECTION 

T h e  c~orkload f o r  RIA i n  t h e  FY96 through FY03 t imef rsme is s2;':ii.x. 
i n  Appendix B .  The R I A  bus iness  base p ro jec t ion  v a r i e s  p e r  yl..t: 
and i n c r e a s e s  by 21% from FY96 t o  FYCO and l e v e l s  out  from FYO18 
through FY03. The overhead and burden f o r  RIA is spread  over 
t h e  t o t a l  fo recas ted  d i r e c t  l a b o r  man yea r s  for  R I A .  

L e t t e r s  were s e n t  ouc asking  f o r  confirmation c:)f p ro jec ted  
workload d a t a  t o  t h e  programs, exp1ic: l t ly  ident:.ified i n  t h e  
p r o j e c t i o n ,  t h a t  are a c t i v e  dur ing  t h e  FY96 t o  FY03 time £ram(.. 
M119, M198, LTWTlSS, AEI, M48A5, X M 2 9 1 ,  AGS M35, M109A2, M109?\'*, 
PAW3IN, CMAS, AFAS, FAPP. Responses were obtal-ned from 8 of t !:* 
9 program off; ;es tnat snowed act1vlt:y during t:he s tudy  p e r i o d .  

- - 4  - > - - r -  ^ h l  ' ec tn$  S 7 J ( I n P C C G +  CL-'- 
- A - b  - . . --n 'm~imately 31% of the 



portion of the projection that  could be verif ied was not l i k e l y  
t o  ever be funded. On the other  hand, some R I A  programs t h a t  a r e  
r e l a t i v e l y  firm were not included i n  the  projectj-on and may 
comperlsate f o r  a l l  o r  some of the 31% tha t  was found t o  be 
unlikely t o  occur. 

The pzrojection f o r  R I A ' S  business base includes a large amount 
of prototype, spare p a r t s  and miscella:neous work tha t  could not 
be ve r i f i ed .  T h i s  afforded no points s f  contact tha t  could 
independently verify ..ne l ikelihood tha t  t h i s  work would 
material ize.  The R I A  " indus t r ia l  preparedness" work projected 
was ver i f ied .  Approxiimately 40% of the R I A  t o t a l  business base 
was unable t o  be ver i f ied.  

GDLS BUSINESS BASE PROJECTION 

The workload f o r  GDLS i n  the  FY96 through FY03 timeframe is 
shown i n  Appendix C. The GDLS projected business base i s  the  
GDLS corporate posi t ion t h a t  GDLS w i l l  maintain a 1.4 per  day 
MIA2 vehicle equivalent business base (338  veh/yr) . The Abrams 
Upgrade Phase 2 program consis ts  of . 5  veh/day, MIA2 FMS s a l e s  
consis ts  of -7 veh/day, while the  remaining . 2  veh/day cons is t s  
of other programs such a s  the  Fox along with the other service  
contracts  tha t  GDLS performs a s  a " f u l l  service cont rac torw.  

I t  should be pointed out t h a t  50% of the GDLS Business Base 
consis ts  of FMS s a l e s  tha t  a re  expected t o  material ize.  These 
a r e  FMS s a l e s  tha t  are current ly  not on contract.  PEO-ASM has 
reviewed the reasonablleness of a 1 . 4  /day product:ion r a t e  i n  the 
time frame of the study with a combinition of Upgrade Programs, 
FMS sa le s ,  other support contracts ,  r117d unknown other 
requirements. 50% of the GDLS b u s ! : ~ e s s  base  is not f i r m  and 
depends on unknown FPlS s a l e s .  

DEFENSE BUSINESS BASE UNCERTAINTY 

Wi th  the current defense i n d u s t ~ . i . ~ i  :..i::.: : ~ i t l u a t i 0 1 1  i t  i s  
di'f  c cult t o  accurately project  : i ; . .  i-: Lii . i ::cl  GDL,S business b,lsi: 
from FY96 through FY03. The situ.3: :I):\ t-tmc might be faced by the? 
Army during the timeframe of thc : i t  !:(is may be d i s t i n c t l y  
d i f fe rent  from the forecasted f u l l  1.11:;iness base. T h i s  i s  
important because t h e  f ixed over-ti(~.iti cost borne by each u n i t  
w i l l  increase if the business bast. :;Firinks. Both R I A  and GDLS . . 
were asked t o  determine what the ( - 1 l : ; t  of t he i r  gun mounts :.:--I 
be i f  only a portion of t h e i r  business base mat:.erialized. 

For a s e n s i t i v i t y  analysis ,  R I A  and GDLS were asked t o  provide 
the cost of a gun mount i f  only 75%,  SO%,  4 0 % ,  and 30% of t h e i r  
own t o t a l  projected business base eventually became firm. These 
s i t u ~ r l ~ ? ?  a r e  referred t o  a s  a decremented business base. R I A  



additionally supplied costs associated with a 90% business base. 
A comparable 90% business base cost for GDLS was interpolated by 
TACOM Cost Analysis. 

It is important to note that RIA decrements are independent of 
GDLS decrements. This means that RIA could be operating at a 10% 
decrement (90% of their full projected business base) and at the 
same time GDLS could be operating at a 50% decrement. It is 
also true that GDLS could be operating at a 10% decrement while 
at the same time RIA could be operating at a 50% decrement. 

Table 5 shows a summary of the sensitivity analysis results on 
the cost driver, the gun mount manufacturing cost, in FY94CS. 
The costs shown for R.IA have been adjusted to show a decrease in 
required MIA2 gun mounts when the GDL!; business base is 
decremented. For example, if the GDLS business base is 
decremented 50% there are only 144 gun mounts per year required 
instead of 288 gun mounts per year. Thus RIA would produce only 
as many new Abrams 120mm gun mounts as the reduced MIA2 
requirement dictates-These are only recurring manufacturing unit 
costs. No one time costs associated with closing facilities are 
included in these figures. This is the unit cost that the 
program manager would have to budget for in the POM. 

To use the unit cost matrix (Table 51, find the column that 
corrc2sponds to the percentage of RIA'S business base projection 
that is expected to materialize. Next find the row that is 
labeled with the percentage of GDLS's business base that is 
expelzted to materialize. The three numbers at t.he intersectior. 
of the column and row are the manufac:turing unit costs for th. 
three alternatives. The lowest cost manufacturing cost in eaci: 

-. - - scenari~ is indicated by a box surrounding it. 

Table 6 shows the total cost for each of the sensitivity 
analysis' 36 scenarios. For comparison purposes the totai ccs. 
includes the cost to manufacture 1896 Abrams 12Omm gun mounts. 
To use Table 6 as a breakeven analysis, look down the columns 
and across the rows to see when the lowest cost alternative 
shifts. The actual breakeven point is between trhe r i m  
percentages that border the shift. 

I.'q-.r Ta5le 7 ,  "Total Delta C O S ~  o i  !:..i:..i L!I:I!(: ,i 5G;b.J ~ p l i ~ ' '  
matrix, the top numbers at the inter-section of till? eolurn~l .1:;.: 

row are the delta cost (premium) becxcen  Alterna~ive 1, 50;" : .  
spl:~t, and the lowest cost alternativc ac t!?e associated 
percentages of the t:wo business b s s c .  T!ie nest ncrilber do**rl 
shows this cost difference as a perccccage of tllle toial ccst. . : 
Alterr,a=:ve 1.  Below this, the l d w e s ;  cost alt?rnative is 
identified. 

The results of the .sensitivity analysis for the decrement u n i .  
manufac~uring costs are summarized 1.n Tables 5, 6, and 7 on t i : .  

following pages. 
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i 
TABLE 5 

MANUFACTURING UNlT COST SENSITIVITY 
A A n nrnl I I ~ C ~ A C \ ~ T  

RIA RATES LINEARLY ADJUSTED FOR DECREASED G D i S  M 1 HL ~ ~ ~ U I ~ L I V I L I W  

ABRAMS 120mm GUN MOUNTS 
QUNMOUNT MANUFACTURING UNlT COST FOR POTENTIAL 

PERCENTAQES OF PROJECTED BUSINESS BASES 

LOWEST COST IS BOXED I N  EACH SCENARIO 
K FYO4CS 

PERCENTAQE Of PROJECTED BUSINESS BASE 

son 40% 75% 
--Clli ---=-- - 

ALT 1 5 3 5  AL7 1 51 1 
-1 (-1 

ALl  3 53 8 ALT 3 58 9 

A L l  1 5 4  2 AI.1 1 57 9 GENERAL Al;t 1 47.0 ACT 1 54 6 
DYNAMCS 1 -1 K T 1  40.1 -1 ( m i  -1 

ALT2 45.1 A T  2 45.1 ALT 3 54 7 ALT 3 60 3 LAND -1 1-1 ALT 3 56.4 
SYSTEMS 

PERCENTAGE 
OF PROJECTED 
BUSINESS BASE 

ALT l  61.6 b ALT 1 530 I ALT 1 506 
yACtr1 

ALT 3 60 2 

ALT 1 58 5 
I r.! T 7 5 2  4 1  

"L l  c 

ACT 3  58.5 

ACT 1 60 7 ALT 1 65 0 
ALTl 81.0 M T  1 62.7 1-1 v j  

30% U T L  66.0 ALT 3  6 0 7  ACT 3 66 7 -1 
L 

M T  1 - 60150 PRODUCnffl SPLIT (STATUS QUO) 
1-1 = GDLS WINS - ALT 2 HAS LOWEST COsT 

ALT 2 - QOLS PRODUCES ALL l2Omm QUNMOUNTS 
M T  3 - RIA PRODUCES ALL 12Omm C3UNMOUNTS 1-1 = RIA IWNS - ALT 3 HAS LOWEST COST 

NOTE: COSTS ARE ROUNDED 
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GENERAL 
DYNAMICS 

U N D  
SYSTEMS 

PERCENTAOE 
OF PRQJECTEO 
BUSINESS BASt 

TABLE 6 
ABRAMS 120MM GUN MOUNTS 

T n T A l  . w . .  .- CnST- - - - .  . SFNSITIVITY --. - - -  ANALYSIS 

RIA RATES LINEARLY ADJUSTED FOR DECREASED GDLS MIA2 REQUIREMENT 
AT POTENTLKPERCENTAOES OF PROJECTED OUSi&ESS BASES 

MILLIONS FY94CS 

ROCK ISUND ARSENAL 
PERCENTAm OF PROJECTED BUSINESS UASC 

! ALTl  ALT I 88 0 A I  I 2 A I '08 2 

ALT 2 8 1 0  .. . . 
ALT 3 qOL 6 n : ;~  3-*- 1 1 4  3 

90.4 AL7 3 

KT I ALT t 105 2. ALT r ' 9 4  7 911 8 . - -'!-: 1 - 
K T 2  80.8 ALT 2 930. 2 2 .  - - 9C 1 -- - 3 1. 

3 w.?l ALT3 (118 ALT 3 109 U ALTI 1207 

K T 1  94.5 K T  1 W.2 
50% M T  2 101.0 K T  2 101.0 

ALf 3 U.41 1 K T 3  I8.81 I ALTJ 1135 

K T  I 85.7 K T  1 81.8 K T  1 101.5 
40X K T 2  103.3 &if2 iQ.5 

K T  J 87.51 ( M T 3  ALT 3 up? [ 

MT 1 97.7 KT 1 n., MTI 1037 ALTl 1151 ALf .--.!?I 
- 

30% M T  2 107.1 K T 2  101.1 K T 2  107.1 ACT 2 lo? 1 : 1.; :::k~.i ?. - .lo7 I 1 
N.1 3 84.d I K T ~  , I & l a  98.11 A L ~  .J-.-.-T~ 6 ~~i-~..--ii? 7 A L T J  1379 

I I 
AT EACH POTENTUL PEACEHTMlE OF l l iE  PROJECTU) BUSINESS BASES: 

1) R U  W U  NOT DOWNSIZE UNTIL A8 BUSINES3 BASE FAUS BELOW 50% OF THE PROJECTlON C-] = GDLS WlNS - ACT 7 bIAS LOW! S I  COST 

2) COSTS ARE ROUNOED !_J . RIA Y J I ~ S  - A L T  J + + A S  LOVJC Sr COST 

C+* 
U N " 3  

, : X t a  
ti. z.P 

3) TOTAL COSTS VJCWDE MANUFACTURHO COSTS FOR 1896 ABRAMS 12OMM OUN MOUNTS 
Fofl COMPMIBON PURPOBEI 
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PERCENTAOE 
OF PROJECTU) 
BUSNESS BASE 

TABLE 7 
ABRAMS 120MM GUN MOUNTS 

RIA RATES LINEARLY ADJUSTED FOR DECREASED GDLS MIA2 REQUIREPvlENT 
TOTAL DELTA COST OF RETAINING 50150 PRODUCTION SPLIT 

PREMIUM TORETAIN ~ ~ ~ W ) S P U T  ~9 APEXENTAGE tx rorAc ~OOIJCTION COST 
AT POTENW PEACENTAQES OF PROJECTED BUSNESS BASES 

ROCK ISLANO ARSENAL 
PERCENTAOE OF PAOJECTEO BUSINESS BASE 

I DaTACO@T 85.M 0BTAEO.T S S l M  DELTACOST $47M DELTACOST SlS3M DELTACOST $14 4 U DELTA COST I21 2 M  
UPREMUM 0.72% U P R E M W  8 . 1 4  %PREMIIIM 613% XPREMIUM 1408% YPAEMIUM 14 ?OVi UPREMIUM q959U 
R I A W N S - K T 3  RIAWINS-KT3 -9 WINS - K T  2 QOLS WINS - ALT 2 GDLS WINS - AL I 2 GULS WINS - AL i 2 
 HA^ 10~~01008~ ws LOWESTCOST HAS LOWTOOST HAS LOWEST COST HAS LOWEST COST HAS LOWEST COST 

OELTA CW1 $10.0 M 
YPREMIUM limn 
RIA WINS - 41 3 
HAS LOWUTCOBT 

DELTA COBT @.OM 
UPREMUM 0.00% 
RIA WINS - K T  3 
HAS LOWESt COST 

OELTACOST S14.4M 
% PREMIUM 13 89 % 
OOLS WINS - ALT2 
HAS LOWEST COST 

7 
OELTA COST $10.3 M 
% PREMIUM 0 25 % 
OOLS WINS - ALT 2 
HAS LOWEST COST 

DELTACOST Sl39h4 
X W L S  PREMIUM WINS - A 1  t 3 1 28 7 'b 

HAS LOWEST COST 

OELTA COST $9 9 M 
% PREMIUM 8 93 Y 
GDLS WlNS - MT 2 
HAS LOWEST COST 

DELTA COST S21O M 
UPQEVIUM 78 7 8  U 
G3LS WlNS - ALf 2 
HAS LCWEST COST 

OELTACOST S1751A 
%PREMIUM 14 77 % 
GDLS WlNS - ALT 2 
HAS LOWEST COST 

W 

1) THE DELTA COB1 IS M E  MFFERPlCE BETMEN M E  LOWEST m T  ALTERNATIVE cI - cOLS WlNS - ALT 2 ,+AS LOWEST COST 
AND THE COB1 Of  RnAlNNO PRESENT WWPAmUCTlON -LIT 

I. RIA WlNS - ALT J HI& LONEST COST 
2) M E  % PREMIUM IS THE DUTA COB1 TORETAlN XYSO SPUT A9 A PERCENTAOE 

OF TOTAL PAOOUCTKM C08T 

OELfAOObf 811.0M 0rnTA-f $10.1 M DELTACOBT &.OM DELTACOST SO4 M DELTACOSf SO 1 M DELTA COST $180 M 
% M U M  1235% U m W  10.35% UPREMUM 0 S %  %PREMIUM 8.33 W %PREMIUM 800% Y PREMIUM 1 4 0 4  X 
RIAWINS-MT3 RIAWINS-KT3 RIAWINS-KT3 I OOLS WlNS - ALT 2 00LS WlNS - ALT 2 GDLS WINS - ALT 2 
HA9 L ( ; IWEBta t  L m T C C I S T  H a  LOWEST C-f HAS L O M S  SOST ri* iawESi C-i -4s i.OWiS7 C=T I 

30% 

3) RIA WLL NOT DOW8ZE UNTlLITO BUSNESS BASE CALLS BELOW #M OC? THC PROJECTION 

a 
1'. . - - .- 
(I' " ..* 4 '  
":'a. 
PL. ...a 

A .  

GJ73 

AT EACH POT ENTIMPWCEWKII! OF M E  RIMCTB) BUSMESS BAOES: 

DELTA $13.0 M oam we1 $11.~ M OELTA CUT 8t.e M 
XPREMUM 1331 n SPREMIVM i t m u  ~PREMUM . 
RIAWINS-413 RIAWINS-KT3 RIAWINS-KT3 
HA9 L-TCaT W L-T#WT HA9 L-81 COST 

4) COSTS M E  ROUNDED 

DELTA COST $8 z M DELTA COST SO o M DELTA COST $16 o M 
WPREMIUM 7.11% YPREMIUM 005% %PREMIUM 12%- 
OOLS WINS - ALT 2 GOLS WINS - M T  2 GOLS WNS - ALT 2 
HAS LOWEST COST HAS LOWEST COST HAS LOWEST COS 1 

5) lOTM COSTS I N U W E  MANUFACTWINO COSTS FOF\ 1008 MRAMO t2OMM O M  MOUNTS 
FOA COMPARISON PURPOSES 



.a < 

J- AND CONCLUSIONS 

The sensitivity analysis on the manuf a.cturing -unit cost for the 
Abram:s l2Omm gun mount (Table 5) shows: that the outcome of the 
study depends on the amount of firm business that materializes 
for both GDLS and RIA. The cost driver (manufacturing cost) is 
highly dependent on the accuracy of the business base projection 
for F'196 -N03. Different combinations of RIA and GDLS business 
base projections yield different recommendations based on which 
alternative is the low cost alternative for the study. 

In addition to the cost comparison, a 50/50 split in production 
offers unquantifiable benefits by reducing productic~ risks and 
offering the benefit of healthy cost and quality competition. 
If, at: a later date, t:he situation in either of the producerst 
business bases signifi.cantly shifts the option still exists to 
go so1.e source to either RIA or GDLS. 

If Alt.ernative 2 or Alternative 3 was chosen, it is a time 
consunling and expensive process to subsequently change the 
production allocation decision back to a 50/50 Split or to 
either RIA to GDLS. Once gun mount machining equipment is 
excessed from DATP or RIA, the Army must procure replacements 
for the excessed equipment, install the new equipment, requalify 
the new equipment, hire and train workers. Moreover, this would 
leave the Army without the pressure to stay competitive which 
currently exists with two producers. The incentive to keep 
producing a cost effective quality gun mount by either RIA or 
GDLS would be lower since there would only be one, sole source 
producer. 

Alternative 1 has the advantage of no impact to the current 
staffing of human reso.urces at both DATP and RIA and maintains 
the Abrams 120mm gun mount manufacturing skills at both sites. 
Alternative 2 results in the loss ol 60 RIA employees and a gai:; 
of 15 GDLS employees. Alternative 3 results in t:.he loss of 36 
GDLS elnployees, the loss of 3 DATP DPRC) employees;, and a gain of 
8 RIA employees. 

Lastly, there are great advantage:; i ri n1.1 intainingi the 
partnership between RIA and GDLS (wit 11 ,I 5 0 / 5 0  split! in orit?! 
to fcsi:er the engineering inrlov~t i 0 1 1 : :  t tiat h s v e  kerr:~ sf211 

previously i n  the RIA and GDLS j o  i r i t  1 . l  tort Lo p~..od::c.: Ab~-ar!::: 
gun mounts. GDLS and RIA would work. ,I::; partners rathez- than 
compet~tors to ensure the cost -ef fcct i v . 9  p r - e s e - v a t  ion ci the 
commercial and government tank industrial base. 

Since t:he cost of the gun mounts depcrid.~ strcngly on :h? 
available business base, and the projection of che business k.:i:~..  
is uncertain, it is hard to say wit11 certainty which producer 11: 

superior judging only by economic considerations. when all 
factors are taken into account the difference betwesn 
alternatives is not signif icar' ,,. With the unquantifiaisle 
benefits considered it becomes evident that Alternative 1: a 
50/50 RIA/GDLS split depicts the "best valuew to the Army. 
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K . RECOMMENDATION 
There is uncertainty in the business base projections for both 
RIA and GDLS (the cost driver for this cost comparison) . The 
low cost alternative changes for different projtzctions of the 
RIA and GDLS pro j ectekd business bases. 

There are yreat advantages in maintaining the partnership 
between RIA and GDLS (the status quo). GDLS and RIA would work 
as partners rather th~an competitors to ensure the cost-effective 
preservation of the tank C U I I , L L I C L C ~ ~ ~  aArG y V V ~ ~ ~ l l , , t = l I L  ~ ~ ~ G u s ~ r l a l  
base. 

After. the quantifiab1.e benefits and ul~quantifia!~le benefits are 
taken1 into account, there is no evidence to warrant a change in 
the s:tatus quo. 

RECOMNENDATION: MAINTAIN A 50/50 SPLIT BETWEEN RIA AND GDLS FOR 
NEW ABRAMS 120mm GUN MOUNTS 



I - 
L . a* * * 

L 

% APPENDIX A 
ABRAMS GUN MOUNT PRODUCTION DEUVERY SCHEDULE 

1 24 24 24 24 24 24 24 24 24 24 I- 4 

COLS WN MOUNTS - .  

Kl€R?al'nE e l  

RUMUOU)ITTS 
~ O U N M o W l S  

MlERNAllE.3 
mAaM6mU4TS 
~ S G U N M C U N T S  

2002 
W R  LMY JUN JVL AUG FP OCT NOV DEC 

12 92 12 12 t2 12 
12 t 2 12 12 12 12 12 (2 12 12 

tom 
JAN F O B A P F I b M Y J U N X I I . A U G  

12 12 12 12 t2  
12 12 12 12 12 

. 
24 24 24 24 24 24 24 24 2. 

I 

24 24 24 21 24 24 24 24 

TOTAL 

i 
914, -, 
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The Army Force Cost System (TAFCS) Database Application 
Version 91.1 

SRC Equipment Cubic Weight (expressed in Measurement Tons) 

SRC Number & Title 
No. of Tracked Wheeled 

Aircraft Aircraft Vechile Vechile Other 

01042L100 HHC, DIV AVN BDE (i4BN) 0 0 0 2274 277 

01070L100 DI'V AVN BDE (ABN) \~J/AH-1 108 7053 0 3786 786 

01070L200 DI'V AVN BDE (ABN) W/AH-64 1 1  7 751 3 0 5893 1027 

01072L200 HHC, DIV AVN BDE (KBN) 12 320 0 1994 288 

01 075L000 AIR RECON SQUADRON (AH-1 ) 4 1 2294 0 1608 298 

01 1 OOLOOO LT DIV AVN BDE 2 UII1,lAHl 1 1  0 661 0 0 5802 91 4 

01102LOOO H H C D I V  AVN BDE- (ICDL) 6 123 0 2192 _ 266 

01 103L200 ASSAULT HEL CO (UH--1 ) 23 1772 0 558 114 

.A ;L100 LT DIV AVN BDE 1 UI1ltlAH1 113 6841 0 5693 91 2 

OlllOL200 LT DIV AVN BDE 1UH60,lAHl 97 5943 0 5659 785 

OlllOL300 LT DIV AV BD 1 ~ ~ 1 / 6 0 , 1 ~ ~ 1  105 6392 0 5659 807 

01112L100 HHC, DIV AVN BDE UlI1 0 0 0 2064 262 

01112L200 HH6, DIV AVN BDE UEI60 0 0 0 2064 262 

01112L300 HHC, DIV AVN BDE ~ ~ 1 / 6 0  0 0 0 2064 262 

01115L100 ASSAULT HEL BN (UH-1) 55 3898 0 1117 245 

01115L200 ASSAULT HEL BN (UH-60) 39 2999 O 1083 115 

01115L300 ASSAULT HEL BN (UH-.1/60) 47 3448 O 1083 138 

01 120L100 DI\I AVN BDE (NG)lUE[l, 1AH1 125 7427 2507 10839 1361 

01 120L200 DI\r AVN BDE(NG)1UH6OI 1AH1 109 6562 2507 10703 1265 

01120L300 DIV AVN BDE (2ID) 119 6978 2507 11166 1331 

01 -'5L100 ASSAULT HEL BN (UH-1) 67 4483 0 301 3 481 

"..-5L2OO ASSAULT HEL BN (UH-60) 5 1 361 8 O 2870 385 

01 1 37H100 WIY AVIATION COMPANY 4 1 2899 0 873 291 
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1 1  /10/92 

The Army Force Cost System (TAFCS) Database Application 
Version 91.1 

SRC Equipment Cubic Weight (expressed in Measurement Tons) 
-----------------.----------------------------------------- 

No. of Tracked Wheeled 
SRC Number & Title Aircraft Aircraft Vechile Vechile Other 
----------------------------.-------- -------- -------- ------- ------- ----- 

01 175L000 ATTACK HEL BN (AH-'I ) 37 2035 0 1038 272 

01185L100 ATTACK HEL BN (AH-'I ) 37 2035 0 997 334 

01 200L100 AA,SLT DIV AVN BDE ld/AH1 387 30585 0 30386 4485 

01200L200 AASLT DIV AVN BDE li?/AH64 375 31 141 0 30186 4236 

01202LOOO HHC, DIV AVN BDE(AASLT/ID) 0 0 0 754 18 

01205L000 ASSAULT HEL BN (UH--60) 45 3967 0 3043 365 

01215L000 COlWAND AVIATION BIU 48 2850 0 2754 391 

01 21 6L000 HHC, COMMAND AV1AT:CON BN 3 231 0 2400 3 3 1  

0 'LO00 COIYMAND AVIATION CO (UH-1 ) 15 1 1  55 0 107 24 

01218L000 COlrlMAND AVIATION CO(0H-58) 15 309 0 107 3 1 

01 245L100 MEDIUM HELICOPTER 13N 5 1 9116 0 6171 1290 

01 245L200 MEl>IUM HELICOPTER BN 34 6077 0 431 9 866 

01 245L300 ME1)IUM HELICOPTER BN 68 121 55 0 8021 1714 

01 246L000 HHC, MEDIUM HELICOPTER BN 0 0 0 638 18 

01247L000 MEIIIUM HELICOPTER COMPANY 17 3039 0 1853 424 

012575410 ASSAULT HEL CO (UH--1) 23 1772 0 1398 264 

012575420 ASSAULT HEL CO (UH--60) 15 1322 0 1429 225 

01265L100 AIR RECON SQUADRON (AH-1) 50 2546 0 3438 51 2 

01265L200 AIR RECON SQUADRON (AH-64) 50 2864 0 3472 472 

01267L200 AIR RECON TROOP (MI-64) 10 496 0 103 29 

01277L000 ASSAULT HEL CO (UH-60) 15 1322 0 487 123 

- 
521 0 ASSAULT HEL BN (UH-60) 23 1223 0 491 4 727 

01 300L100 DII' AVN BDE 1 UH1,2! AH1 139 7690 2507 13996 1832 
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The Army Force Cost System (TAFCS) Database Application 
Version 91.1 

SIX Equipment Cubic Weight (expressed in Measurement Tons) 
-.----------------.----------------------------------------- 

SRC Number 8 Title 
No. of Tracked Wheeled 

Aircraft Aircraft Vechile Vechile 

01300L200 DI'V AVN BDE 1 UH60,2 AH64 125 751 9 2740 13275 

01300L300 DI'V AVN BDE 1 UH1, 1 AH1 102 5655 2507 11134 

01 300L400 DI'V AVN BDE 1 UH60,l AH64 9 1 5345 2740 10477 

01300L500 DI'V AVN BDE 1 UH60,2 AH1 131 7241 2740 13386 

01300L600 DI'V AVN BDE 1 UH60,l AH1 94 5206 2740 10524 

01302L000 HHlC, DIV AVN BDE (:HVY) 0 0 0 892 

01303L100 ASSAULT HEL CO (UH-1) 23 1772 0 1695 

.O1303L2OO ASSAULT HEL CO (UH-60) 15 1322 0 1691 

C 'LO00 COMMAND AVIATION C'OMPANY 2 1 940 0 1434 

01315L100 REGT AVIATION SQDN (UH-1) 8 2: 4691 0 4498 

01315L200 REGT AVIATION SQDN (UH-60) 7 4: 4309 O 4492 

01375L100 ATTACK HEL BN (AH-1) 37' 21 14 0 1198 

01375L200 ATTACK HEL BN (AH-64) 3 41 2253 O 1194 

01385L100 ATTACK HEL BN (AH-1) 

01385L200 ATTACK HEL BN (AH-64) 

01400L100 CORPS AVN BDE,6 AH1 4451 3581 6 0 36587 

01400L200 CORPS AVN BDE,2 AH1,4AH64 4 3 21 36373 0 36381 

01400L300 CO'RPS AVN BDE,6 AH64 427' 36651 0 36275 

01400L400 CClRPS AVN BDE,5 AH1 408 33781 0 33730 

01 400L500 CORPS AVN BDE, 1 AH'1,3AH64 399 34199 0 33577 

01 400L600 CClRPS AVN BDE, 5 AH64 393 34478 0 33471 

r L700 CClRPS AVN BDE, 5AH64, RECSQ 405) 31 265 0 3331 9 

01400L800 CORPS AVN BDE,7 AH1 482 37851 0 39443 

Other 
----- 
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The Army Force Cost System (TAFCS) Database Application 
Version 91 .1 

SRC Equipment Cubic Weight (expressed in Measurement Tons) 
-----------------.----------------------------------------- 

No. of Tracked Wheeled 
SRC Number & Title Aircraft Aircraft Vechile Vechile 
----------------------------.-------- -------- -------- ------- ------- 

01400L900 C0:RPS AVN BDE,3 AH'lt3AH64 436 36234 0 36428 

01402L000 HHC, AVIATION BDE (CORPS) 0 0 0 758 

01405LlOO ASSAULT HEL BN (UH-1) 69 531 5 0 2979 

01 41 OLIO0 AVIATION GROUP (COIZPS ) 189 17531 0 13845 

01 41 0L200 AV:IATION GROUP (CORPS) 223 23609 0 17547 

01 41 5L000 COIWfAND AVN BN (COIIPS) 

01 420L100 COIRPS AVIATION BRIGADE 
-- 

01420L200 COIRPS AVIAT~ON BRIGADE 

0 :~300 COIRPS AVIATION BRIGADE 
i 

01 420~400 COI3PS AVIATION BRIGADE 

01 430L100 AVIATION GROUP (COIIPS ) 

01 430L200 AVIATION GROUP (CORPS) ) 

01 430L300 AVIATION GROUP (CORPS ) 

01430L400 AVIATION GROUP(C0RPS) 

01480L100 ATTACK HEL REGT (2 AH-1) 

01480L200 ATTACK HEL REGT (3 AH-1) 

01480L300 ATTACK HEL REGT (4 AH-1) 

01480L400 ATTACK HEL REGT (2 AH-64) 

01480L500 ATTACK HEL REGT (3 AH-64) 

01480L600 ATTACK HEL REGT (4 AH-64) 

01 482L000 HH(3, AVN GP/REGT/EAC BDE 

C HZFM AVIATION COMD AND (!ON-FM 

01500LB00 AUG TM(ARCTIC),AVN BDE IDL 0 0 1251 48 

Other 
----- 
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The Army Force Cost System (TAFCS) Database Application 
Version 91 .1 

SBC Equipment Cubic Weight (expressed in Measurement Tons) .......................................................... 

ZRC Number & Title 
No. of Tracked Wheeled 

Aircraft Aircraft Vechile Vechile Other 

31547LA00 AUhG: FIXED WING REPAIR SEC 0 0 0 19 0 

31547LB00 AUG: AEB SUPPORT PLATOON 0 0 0 161 0 

31577LA00 AUG TEAM, CORPS AVIM 0 0 0 77 0 

31605L100 THEATER ARMY AVIATION BN 4 5' 3239 O 3699 696 

01605L200 THEATER ARMY AVIATION BN 36 2869 0 2680 547 

01605L300 THEATER ARMY AVIATION BN 6 El 5496 0 6648 1010 

0 1 606L000 HHE, THEATER ARMY AVN BN CJ 0 0 544 23 

01607L100 THEATER ARMY AVN C.0 (5 FW) 15 1080 0 1052 224 -. 

G 'L200 THEATER ARMY AVN C!O (8 FW) 18 1435 0 1068 262 

01610L100 AIiW BDE (EAC) w/HW HELBN 6 f i  7884 0 7833 3872 

0 1 625L0 0 0 THEATER ARMY AVIA'I!ION BN 4 13 4401 0 4790 720 

01628L000 MICDIUM HELICOPTER COMPANY 13 1481 0 1227 21 1 

01645L000 HISAVY HELICOPTER BATTALION 3 (3 501 5 0 4464 3307 

01 646L000 HIIC, HEAVY HELICOI'TER BN 10 0 0 495 23 

01 700L100 MTZ DIV AVN BDE W / A H ~  121 7436 0 13387 1064 

01700L200 MrZ DIV AVN BDE ~ 1 ~ ~ 6 4  84 5322 0 10540 752 

01702L100 HBC, DIV AVN BDE (MTZ) 0 0 0 1037 37 

01702L200 HIHC, DIV AVN BDE (MTZ) 0 0 0 1037 40 

Ol?OSLOOO ASSAULT HEL BN (UIA-60) 56 3801 0 5428 442 

C L 1 0 0 A'I'TACK HEL BN (AH- 1 ) 37 21 14 O 2847 31 5 

01804L000 ASSAULT HEL DET (UH-60) 5 441 O 681 108 
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The Army Force Cost System (TAFCS) Database Application 
Version 91 .I 

SRC Equipment Cubic Weight (expressed in Measurement Tons) 
-.---------------------------------------------------------- 

No. of Tracked Wheeled 
SRC Number & Title Aircraft Aircraft Vechile Vechile Other 

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

01830L000 AVIATION GROUP (SOIP) 108 10945 0 14203 1879 

01832L000 HHC, AVIATION GROUP (SOF) 0 0 0 3209 323 

01833L000 ASSAULT HEL CO (LIGHT) 18 748 0 108 1 1  

01834L000 ATTACK HEL CO (LIGIHT) 18 748 0 141 33 

01835L000 MEDIUM HELICOPTER :BN 24 4443 0 3780 663 

01845L000 ASSAULT HEL BN (UH.-60) 30 2645 0 3491 41 6 

01855L000 AVIATION BATTALION 

01865L000 AVIATION BATTALION 

O :LO00 AVN BN (AVIM), AASLT DIV 

01933L100 AVN MAINT CO 2AH-1, W DIV 

01933L200 AVN MAINT C0,2AH-64,HV DIV 

01933L300 AVN MAINT CO, AH-1, W DIV 

01933L400 AVN MAINT C0,AH-64,HV DIV 

01934L000 AVIATION MAINT CO, ID 

01945L300 AV'N MAINT BN, V/VII CORPS 

01946L000 HH:D, AVN MAINT BN, CORPS 

01947L100 AV'N MAINT CO, I11 CORPS-AC 

01947L200 AV'N MAINT CO, I11 CORPS-NG 

01947L400 AF'N MAINT CO, V/VII CORPS 

01947L500 A\'N MAINT CO, XVIII CORPS 

01947L600 AVN MAINT CO, XVIII CORPS 

I L700 ACrN MAINT CO, I CORPS-AC 

01947L800 AVN MAINT CO, I CORPS-NG 
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The Army Force Cost System (TAFCS) Database Application 
Version 91.1 

S;RC Equipment Cub'ic Weight (expressed in Measurement Tons) 

SRC '?umber & Title 
No. of Tracked Wheeled 

Aircraft Aircraft Vechile Vechile 

01965L100 AVIATION MAINT BN EUR 8 1  353 0 5803 

01966L000 HHD,AVN MAINT BN, EAC 0 0 0 21 1 

01967L100 AIM MAINT CO, EAC 2 176 0 2796 

01967L200 AVN MAINT CO, EAC (KOREA) 2 176 0 4386 

01967L300 AVN MAINT CO, EAD (ALASKA) 2 154 0 3897 

01967L400 A'JN MAINT CO, PANIW 2 154 0 3309 

01973L200 A'VN MAINT CO, ABN (AH-64) 2 154 0 3396 

01 977L000 A'VN MAINT CO, LID UH PURE 2 154 0 1 8.9 7 

0 'L100 A'VN MAINT CO, LID UH PURE 2 154 0 1887 

01 977L200 A'VN MAINT CO, LID UH MIX 2 154 0 1947 

01988L000 AVN MAINT C,INF DIV(HV/LT) 2 176 0 3506 

03007J300 SMOKE GENERATOR CO (MECH) 0 0 566 691 

030125500 HHC CHEMICAL BRIGADE 0 0 0 285 

03017J300 DECON CO (CONT+XXX-86) 0 0 0 261 9 

O ~ O ~ ~ L O O O  CHEM co (SMK/DECQN) ABN/AA 

03067J100 CHEMICAL SMOKE GENR CO 

03087H700 NBC COMPANY 

03 1 1 65300 E[HD CHEMICAL BATTALION 

03157L000 C!HEMICAL CO, HVY DIV 

03257L000 CHEMICAL CO(SMK-DECON) (MTZ 

03377L000 C:ML CO(SMK/DECON/'RECON)ACR 

o ~ 2 0 0  CML CO(SMK/DECON/RECON)ACR 

033875400 CHEMICAL CO, HVY DIV 

Other 
----- 
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SRC Equipment Cubic Weight (expressed in Measurement Tons) 
_----------------.----------------.------------------------- 

No. of Tracked Wheeled 
SRC Number Jk Title Aircraft Aircraft Vechile Vechile Other 
_----------_----------------.-------- ----_--.- -------- ------- ------- ----- 

03417L000 CHEMICAL COMPANY (DECON) 0 0 0 2572 198 

0 3 4 37L000 SMOKE GENERATOR CO ( MECH ) 10 0 566 689 88 

03447L000 CHEMICAL SMOKE GENR CO 10 0 0 1030 103 

J 
03457L000 CHEMICAL CO (SMK/I)ECON) 10 0 0 2333 86 

03472L00 0 HID, CHEMICAL BRIG-E 10 0 0 231 9 

03476L100 HIiD CHEMICAL BATTALION 

03500H.2FB DI3CONTAMINATION TF- FB 

0 'LAO0 CI4L SERVICE ORGANIZATION 
) 

0 0 0 459 37 

03518LB00 Cl4L SERVICE ORGANIZATION 0 0 0 906 74 

03529LA00 ClJlL SERVICE ORGANIZATION 0 0 0 2 1 1 

03529LB00 ClrrlL SERVICE ORGANIZATION 0 0 0 0 1 

03579LA00 QJLL SERVICE ORGANICZATION 0 0 0 27 0 

03579LB00 Cl4L SERVICE ORGANIZATION 0 0 0 27 0 

05025L000 ENGR BN, ABN DIV 0 0 72 351 8 43 

05035H500 ENGR CBT BN, CORPS 0 0 525 8551 21 1 

05037H500 ENGR CBT CO, CORPS 0 0 1 1  3 1475 34 

05045H100 EIVGR CBT BN (MECH:) CORPS 0 0 221 3 7342 162 

05052H600 HBC, ENGINEER GROUP 7 388 0 508 59 

05058H400 ENGR CBT SPT EQUIP CO 0 0 222 7073 284 

05074H400 EINGR CO, MDM GIRDER BRIDGE 0 0 0 2203 1488 

< 
\ 5200 EIgGR CO, MDM GIRDER BRIDGE 0 0 0 2203 1489 
\ d 

050775200 ENGR CO, PANEL BRIDGE 0 0 34 2003 282 
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-.----------------.----------------------------------------- 

:?.C N u m b e r  & T i t l e  
No .  of Tracked Wheeled 

A i r c r a f t  A i r c r a f t  V e c h i l e  V e c h i l e  O t h e r  

: 5 0 7 8 H 2 0 0  ENlGR CO, FLOAT BRIDGE 

: 5 0 7 9 H 4 0 0  ENGR CO, ASLT FLTBIRG, R I B  

Z 5 0 7 9 5 2 0 0  ENGR CO, ASLT FLTBIRG, R I B  

: 5 0 8 5 L 0 0 0  ENlGR BN, INFANTRY ]DIVISION 

; 5 1 0 1 H 6 1 0  HHC, ENGR BDE, CORPS 

3 5 1 0 1 H 6 2 0  HHC, ENGR BDE, THEATER ARM 

0 5 1 0 7 H 0 2 0  ENGR CO, S E P  I N  BDE, M4T6 

0 5 1 1 3 L 0 0 0  ENGR CO, ACR 

t ' H 2 0 0  ENGR CO, CONST SUPPORT 

0 5 1 1 5 H 3 0 0  ENGR COMBAT BN, HEAVY 

0 5 1 1 8 H 3 0 0  ENGR CO, ENGR CBT BN, HVY 

0 5 1 2 4 H 6 0 0  ENGR CO DUMP TRUCK 

3 5 1 2 7 J 4 0 0  ENGR CO HVY S E P  BDE 

351  2 9 H 5 0 0  ENGR PORT CONST CO 

3 5 1 4 3 L 0 0 0  ENGR CO, HVY S E P  BDE 

251 4 5 5 4 1  0 ENGR BN, HVY D I V  - RIBBON 

2 5 1 4 5 L 0 0 0  ENGR BN, HVY D I V  - RIBBON 

2 5 1 4 7 5 4 0 0  ENiGR CO, ENGR BN, HVY D I V  

3 5 1 4 7 L 0 0 0  ENlGR CO, ENGR BN, HVY D I V  

: 5 1 5 3 L 0 0 0  ENIGR CO, S E P  I N F  BDE 

3 5 1  55871 0 ENlGR BN, I N F  D I V  

b H 7 2 0  ENlGR BN, I N F  D I V  

3 5 1 5 5 L 0 0 0  ENIGR BN I N F  D I V  L'I' 
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.---------------------------------------------------------- 

SRC Number 8 Title 
No. of Tracked Wheeled 

Aircraft Aircraft Vechile Vechile 

05157L000 ENGR CO ENGR BN INF DIV LT 0 0 0 1 1  1 

05 1 58871 0 BRG CO, EN BN, RIBBON 0 0 802 4250 

05165L000 ENGR BN, (2ID). RIBBON 0 0 3569 1 1  684 

05177H400 ENGR CO, PIPELINE CONST 10 0 34 2080 

05201H400 HHC, ENGR COMMAND 10 0 0 224 

0521 5L000 ENGINEER BN AIR AZLSLT 10 0 160 431 5 

05255L000 ENG BN, ID (MTZ-1:IK) 8 0 292 7052 

05257L000 ENG CO, ENG BN, IT) (INTER1 8 0 65 1480 

0 'LO00 HIIC, ENGR BDE, CORPS 8 0 0 68 1 

0541 2L100 HHC, COMBAT ENGINEElR GROUP 0 0 0 600 

05412L200 HHC,COMBAT ENGINEER GROUP I) 0 0 458 

0 5 4 1 5L00 0 EhiGR COMBAT BN , HE:AVY 0 0 678 13370 

05417L000 ENGR CO, ENGR CBT BN, HVY 0 0 139 3071 

05443L100 EblGR CO, LIGHT EQCIIP, ABN O 0 0 3914 

05445L100 EBIGR CBT BN, ABN 0 0 243 7094 

05447L100 EBIGR C0,ENGR CBT E;N,ABN 0 0 8 1 1905 

05447L200 E61G C0,ENG CBT BN,CORPS LT 0 0 81 201 2 

05463L100 EblGR CO, MDM G1RDE:R BRIDGE 0 0 34 2235 

05510H2FA EMGR FFTG TM - FFT'G HQ 0 0 0 37 

0551 OHZFB EB1GR FFTG TM - F1R.E TRUCK O 0 0 49 

O551OH2FC EbIGR FFTG TM - WATER TRUCK O 0 O 36 

L LCOO EMGR FFTG TM - WATER TRUCK O 0 O 106 

05520LC00 ENlGR EQUIP OP TEAMS (1 0 113 2462 

Other 
----- 



The Army Force Cost System (TAFCS) Database Application 
Version 91 . I  

SWC Equipment Cubic Weight (expressed in Measurement Tons) 
-.---------------------------------------------------------- 

SRC Number & Title 
No. of Tracked Wheeled 

Aircraft Aircraft Vechile Vechile 

0 5 5 2 OLD0 0 COIWROL & MAINTENANCE TEAM 

05520LF00 ENGR EQUIP OP TEAMS 

05530H6HA DIVING TEAM 

05530H6HC REiPL ESTATE TEAM 

05530H6HE UTTLITIES (4000) TEAM 

05530H6HG PWI3 PLANT OP/MAINT TEAM 

05530H6HI POWER LINE TEAM 

05530LA00 CONTROL & SUPPORT I)ET 

0 :LC00 LT W T  DIVING TM 
j 

O S S ~ ~ L A O O  TOPO PLANNING/CONTROL TEAM 

05540LB00 SUEZVEY SQUAD 

05540LE00 MAI' DISTRIBUTION SQUAD 

05540LF00 TEElRAIN ANALYSIS SQUAD 

05540LG00 PRINTING SQUAD 

05540LI00 TERRAIN DIR SPT ELEMENT 

05540LJ00 PLPITOON HQS 

05540LM00 TEC! MAINT TEAM (5 COtS) 

O555OH4JD DREDGE TM-SEAGOING HOPPER 

05602L000 HHC!,ENGR BDE,THEATER ARMY 

05605L100 ENGR TOPO BN, THTR ARMY 

05606L000 HHC!, ENGR TOPO BN, TA 

C LOO0 TOP0 ENGR CO 

06037H000 FA BTRY, 155MM SP; ACS 

Other 
----- 
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SRC Equipment Cubic Weight (expressed in Measurement Tons) 
------------------.----------------------------------------- 

No. of Tracked Wheeled 
3RC Number & Title Aircraft Aircraft Vechile Vechile Other 
------------.----------------.-------- -------.- -------- ------- ------- ----- 

3 61 00L000 DKVISION ARTILLERY, LT INF 0 0 0 8825 100 

36102L000 HHB,DIV ARTY,LT I6lF DIV 0 0 0 798 35 

06107L000 FA BTRY,155MM TILT INF DIV 0 0 0 1327 0 

06125L000 FA BN,105MM TILT 1:NF DIV 0 0 0 2233 2 1 

06155H000 FA BN, 105MM T, I W  DIV 0 0 0 3478 63 

06165H000 FA BN, 155MM/8 IN, INF DIV 0 0 325 4742 75 

06185H000 FA BN, 105MM T SEE' INF BDE 0 0 3 1 3847 103 
- 

06185L000 FA BN 105MM (SIB) - 0 0 0 3305 21 , 

O 'LOO0 AIRBORNE DIV ARTILLERY-ADE O 0 0 9050 153 

06202L000 HMB DIVARTY (ABN) 0 0 0 983 35 

06205L000 FA BN, 105MM T (AELN) AOE 0 0 0 2691 39 

06207L000 FA BTRY 105MM T (ALBN) 0 0 0 499 0 

06300L100 AF! DIVARTY 0 0 10240 19339 467 

06300L200 ME:CH DIVARTY 0 0 10240 19342 467 

063025400 HHB DIV ARTY H W  DIV 0 0 119 1970 184 

06302L000 HEtB DIV ARTY HVY DIV 0 0 104 1731 53 

06303L000 TGT ACQ BTRY HVY DIV 0 0 0 883 9 

063075400 TGT ACQ BTRY HVY ClIV 0 0 0 988 103 

0631 0L000 I6lF DIV HEAVY/LT CIIVARTY ( 1  0 6115 18495 440 

06320L000 IBIF DIVISION DIVARlTY 0 0 3863 23099 427 

06355L300 FA, BN 155T NG (3x8, 3 MVR) 0 0 0 6773 1 1 1  
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SRC Equipment Cubic Weight (expressed in Measurement Tons) .......................................................... 

No. of Tracked Wheeled 
SRC Number 8 Title Aircraft Aircraft Vechile Vechile 
_-----------.------------------------ -------_ -------- ------- ------- 

06355L400 FA BN 155T NG (3x8, 4 MVR) 

06365H000 Fil BN, 155MM SP, ARMD/MECH 

063655410 FA BN 155 SP HVY DIV 

063655420 FA BN 155 SP HVY DIV 

06365L100 F.A BN 155 SP HVY DIV 

06365L200 FA BN 155 SP HVY DIV 

06365L300 FA BN 155 SP HW DIV 
-- 

06365L400 FA BN 1i55 SP HW DIV 

L500 FA BN 155 SP HW DIV 

06365~600 FA BN 155 SP HVY DIV 

06375541 0 FA BN, 155MM SP, HSB (AOE) 

06375L100 FA BN, 155MM SP, IISB (AOE) 

06375L200 IFA BN,155MM SP, IiSB (AOE) 

06375L300 'FA BN 155MM,SP HSB (AOE) 

06375L400 FA BN 155MM,SP HSB (AOE) 

06395H020 FA BN, 81N SP, INF(M) DIV 

06398J400 FA BTRY MLRS 

06398L000 FA BTRY MLRS 

06401 5310 HHB, FA BDE 

C 5320 HHB, FA BDE 

06402L100 HHB, FA BDE W/O TACFIRE 
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SRC Equipment Cubic Weight (expressed in Measurement Tons) 
.......................................................... 

:3C N d e r  8: Title 
------------.------------------------ 

:6402L200 HHB, FA BDE WITH TACFIRE 

1541 3L000 CORPS TGT ACQ DETACHMENT 

36425H300 FLD ARTY BN, 155MM, TOWED 

;6425L100 FA BN 155MM TOWED (3x6) 

36425L200 FA BN 155MM TOWED (3x8) 

36435L000 FA BN, 155MM T, ABN 

06445H100 F'LD ARTY BN, 8 INCH SP 
-- 

064453410 FA BN 8-INCH SP (3x6)  AOE 

0 ;a420 Em BN 8-INCH SP (3x8) AOE 

06445L100 FA BN, 8 IN SP, (3x4) 

06445L300 ]?A BN, 8 IN SP, (3x8) 

06455L100 FA BN, 155MM SP(3X6) 

06455L200 :FA BN, 155MM SP(3X8) 

36465L000 FA BATTALION MLRS 

36475L000 FA BN, LANCE (3x4) 

36485L000 FA BN, LANCE 

36500H5AA DETACHMENT HQ TPI AA 

36502L000 HHB, CORPS ARTILLERY 

365255300 FA BATTALION MLRS 

36597H400 FA BTRY, FA BN, LANCE 

06602L000 HHB, FA COMMAND(PERSH1NG) 

C LOO0 FA BATTALION PERSHING 

36626L000 HH & SB, FA BN, PERSHING 

No. of 
Aircraft Aircraft -------- 

Tracked 
Vechile ------- 

Wheeled 
Vechile ------- Other ----- 



.. 
a g e  No. 15 
11/10/92 

The Army Force Cost System (TAFCS) Database Application 
Version 91 . 1  

SRC Equipment Cubic Weight (expressed in Measurement Tons) 

SRC Number & Title 
No. of Tracked Wheeled 

Aircraft Aircraft Vechile Vechile Other 

06627L000 FA, BTRY PERSHING O O 0 3027 204 

06700L000 DI:V ARTILLERY,AIR ASLT-AOE O 0 O 9116 100 

06702L000 HHB, DIVARTY (USLIT) 0 0 0 967 35 

06705L000 FA BN, 105MM T, AIR ASSLT O 0 O 2720 2 1 

07004H000 HEIC, INF DIV 0 0 0 1175 8 

07015H020 IbF BN, E/W TOW 0 0 0 2341 152 

07015L000 IbF BN (LIGHT) 0 0 0 743 30 
- 

07016H000 HEIC, INF BN 0 0 0 1199 319 

0 :LO00 RIFLE CO INF BN (LIGHT) 0 0 0 0 17 

07042H000 HHC, INF DIV BDE 0 0 0 741 42 

07055L000 IElF BN (AASLT) 0 0 0 1584 120 

07065L000 IPF BN (LIGHT ATTPCK) 0 0 0 3960 146 

07095L000 I I F  BN (COMBINED ARMS-LT) 0 0 0 3757 137 

07102H000 HHC SEP INF BDE 1 '1 445 0 2112 198 

07109L000 LRS DET MI BN (LIGHT) 0 0 0 96 9 

071 57L000 LRS COMPANY, CORPS 0 0 0 507 6 

07209L000 LlZS DET MI BN (HVY) 0 0 0 127 39 

C LOO0 IlW BN (SEP) O 0 0 4788 95 

072455410 IlJF BN-MECH E/W BPVS 0 0 4629 4230 143 
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SRC Equipment Cubic Weight (expressed in Measurement Tons) 
----------------------------------.------------------------ 

iXC Number & Title 
No. of Tracked Wheeled 

Aircraft Aircraft Vechile Vechile 

:7245J420 INIF BN-MECH E/W MI13 0 0 3274 3620 

;72455000 IKlF BN (MECH) 0 0 4629 4230 

172475420 R1:FLE CO INF BN MECH MI 1 3  0 0 394 1 0 9  

17300L000 IKIFANTRY (RANGER) REGIMENT 0 0 0 432 

37302L000 HE[C INFANTRY (RANGER) REGT 0 0 0 432 

3731 55400  INFANTRY BN (MOUm'AIN) 0 0 0 1707  

07400L100 SEPARATE INFANTRY BRIGADE 0 0 1 3 5  26887 

0750OH3AB IRIF ORG, PLT HQ' TPI-PFDR O 0 0 36  

C 1H3FA I b l F  ORG, PATHF1NDE:R TEAMS 0 0 0 36  

0 8 0 2 5 ~ 0 0 0  MEDICAL BATTALION AIR ASLT 1 2 1 0 5 8  0 2457 

08045L000 MED BN LT INF DIV 0 0 0 2885 

08063H000 MOBILE ARMY SURGICZAL HOSPT 0 0 0 1785  

08065L000 MEDICAL BATTALION AIRBORNE 13 0 0 31 69  

08111H200 HIIC, MEDICAL COMMZ4ND 

08112H600 HHC MEDICAL BRIGADE 

081 22H200 HIID, MEDICAL GROUP 10 0 0 1 5 3  

081 2 3H000 COMBAT SUPPORT HOSPITAL 10 0 0 1620  

08126H300 HHD MEDICAL BATTALION 0 0 0 41 7 

081 27H410 MISDICAL AMBULANCE COMPANY 0 0 0 1171 

08 1 28H400 MEDICAL CLEARING COMPANY 0 0 0 1 2 4 3  

081 37H200 MIED-AIR AMB CO (UN-1 ) 2 5  1926  0 741 

C Hz20 MlkD-AIR AMB CO (Uli-60) 25  2204 O 708  

08233H700 STATION HOSPITAL, 300 BED 0 0 0 436 

Other ----- 
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SRC Equipment Cubic Weight (expressed in Measurement Tons) 

SRC Number 8t Title 
No. of Tracked Wheeled 

Aircraft Aircraft Vechile Vechile 

082475500 MEDICAL CO SEP BDE: (HEAVY) 

08253H700 STATION HOSPITAL, 500 BED 

08287H600 MESD SUP OPT & MAINPT U 

08303H800 GENERAL HOSPITAL, 1000 BED 

08407L100 ME:DICAL DETACHMEN?' (SURG) 

08446L000 HHD, MED EVAC BN 

08447L100 ME:D CO, AIR AMBL (UH-1V) 

08447L200 MED CO, A G A M B L  (UH-60~) 

O )LOOO HEDICAL AMBULANCE COMPANY 
1 

08fi'7~000 m D  CO, SPT SQDN, ACR 

08498L000 ME:D DET, PM (SANITATION) 

08502H100 HH[D, HOSPITAL CENT'ER 

08510H600 FIELD HOSPITAL 

08581H400 EVACUATION HOSPITAL 

08590H500 CCNVALESCENT CENTER 

08600HOAE HQ REC CENTER 

08600HOAJ HQ BLOOD BANK 

08600HOAM HQ! PREV MED 

0861 OHOBB ME:D SUP TEAM (MED) 

08610HOBD ME'D INV CONT (SM) 

(. HOEB MED EQUIP MAINT TM (MED) 

08610HOGA SPEC FAB TM (SM) 0 0 0 27 

Other 
----- 
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SRC Equipment Cubic Weight (expressed in Measurement Tons) .......................................................... 

SRC S - h e r  & Title 
No. olf Tracked Wheeled 

Aircraft Aircraft Vechile Vechile Other 

0862CHOLA TM LA, ENTOMOLOGY SERVICE 

0862CHOLB ENV SAN 

0862CHOLC ENV ENG SVC 

08620HOLD E'PID SVC 

0862 OHONA BLOOD PROC 

08620HONB EILOOD COL 

08620HONC BLOOD DIST 

08620HOOA DISP 

Q 'HOOB GEN DISP 

08620HOOC GlEN DISP 

08620HOOH OPT SVC 

08620HOOM 'I'M OM, PSYCHIATRIC SVC 

08630HOKA EIURG SVC TMS-KA 

08630HOKB SURG SVC TMS-KB 

0863ClHOKD SURG SVC TMS-KD 

08630HOKE SURG SVC TMS-KE 

08630HOKF SURG SVC TMS-KF 

08630HOKG SURG SVC TMS-KG 

08630HOMP MISC SVC AND SPT TMS-MP 

08650HOVA I W A  MEDICAL LAB DET 

08650HOVB I W A  MEDICAL LAB DET 

C HOVC I m A  MEDICAL LAB DET 

08650HOVE AREA MEDICAL LAB DET 
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SRC Equipment Cubic Weight (expressed in Measurement Tons) 
.......................................................... 

No. of' Tracked Wheeled 
SRC Number & Title Aircraft Aircraft Vechile Vechile Other 
.................................... -------- -------- ------- ------- ----- 

08660HORA AIR AMBULANCE (UH-1) 6 462 0 173 57 

O8660HORE GROUND AMB 0 0 0 153 2 

0866OHORG AIR AMBULANCE (UH-60) 6 529 0 176 103 

08670H8AI DENTAL SERVICE HQ 0 0 0 39 0 

08670H8HA DENTAL SERVICE DETACHMENT 0 0 0 422 14 

08670H8HC DElN SVC AUG, REM PROSTHO 0 0 0 0 3 

08670H8HI) DElN SVC AUG, FIXED PROSTHO 0 0 0 0 3 

08670H8HE CEINTRAL DENTAL LABORATORY 0 0 0 0 10 

~ J H B A F  VET svc HQ, m AF 

08680H8JA VET SVC SM/EXPAN, !CM JA 

08680H8JB VET SVC LG, TM JB 0 0 0 262 3 

08680H8XB VE!F GEN HOSP, TM XI3 0 0 0 66 40 

08705L000 COMBAT SUPPORT HOSPITAL 0 0 0 2177 3655 

08715L000 FIELD HOSPITAL 

08763L000 MOBILE ARMY SURGICAL HOSP 

08803L000 GENERAL HOSPITAL, 11000 BED 

0881 3L000 FIISLD HOSPITAL 

08823L000 COMBAT SUPPORT HOSPITAL 

08833L000 STATION HOSPITAL, 300 BED 

08853L000 STIiTION HOSPITAL, EiOO BED 

08863L000 MOBILE ARMY SURGICAL HOSPT 

( LOO0 EVJrCUATION HOSPITAI, 

09007L000 OM) MSL SPT CO INF DIV 
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S,RC Equipment Cubic Weight (expressed in Measurement Tons) 
----------------------------------.------------------------ 

SRC K - m b e r  $ Title 
No. of Tracked Wheeled 

Aircraft Aircraft Vechile Vechile 

390483400 OFD CO, AMMO, GS/DS 0 0 0 2534 

39062H100 HEIC, ORD GP, AMMO DS/GS 0 0 0 373 

09064H100 OFID CO, AMMO, CONV, DS 0 0 34 2452 

09066H100 HHC, ORD BN, AMMO DS/GS 0 0 0 374 

090665300 HIIC ORD BN,CONV AMMO,DS/GS 0 0 0 41 0 

0 9 0 7 4 ~ 1 0 0  OED CO, AMMO, C O ~ ,  GS 0 0 34 3243 

0 9 0 8 4 ~ 1  b0 OEU) CO, AMMO, NUC SP GS/DS - -  - 0 0 102  6065 

0 'LO00 MSL SPT CO CORPS 0 0 0 2361 

09483L000 OIU) CO, AMMO (MOAI~S) DS 0 0 102 4142 

09488L000 OIU) CO, AMMO, CONTI, GS 10 0 34 2933 

09497L000 MIW CO DS HAWK (CORPS 3x2)  0 0 0 3505 

09520H4FA EOD TEAM 0 0 0 102 

09 5 2 7LA0 0 EOD CONTROL TEAM 

0 9 5 2 7LB0 0 EOD DETACHMENT 

09530H4BB AIWNITION SUPPLY 0 0 0 3 3 1 

0 9 5 4 0H4EA NIUCLEAR WEAPONS SUPPORT 0 0 0 765 

09540LA00 0:RDNANCE WPNS SPT TEAM 0 0 0 41 5 

09550H3AA MISSILE MAINT PLATOON HQ 0 0 0 1 9  

09550H3AB MISSILE MAINT DETACH HQ 0 0 0 79 

tfi H3BA TECHNICAL SUPPLY 0 0 0 594 

09550H3ED TIOW/DRAGON MSL MA'INT DS/GS 0 0 0 120 

Other ----- 
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I;RC Equipment Cubic Weight (expressed in Measurement Tons) 
-.----------------.----------------------------------------- 

SRC Number & Title 
No. of Tracked Wheeled 

Aircraft Aircraft Vechile Vechile 

0 9 5 5 0 ~ 3 ~ ~  CJVIF MNT TM DS/GS 

09550H3EO TC)W/DRAGON MNT SP?' TM DS 

09550H3EY MSL SPT TM LID 

09567LA00 OE'ERATIONS SECTION TEAM 

09574LA00 HELD, ORD BN (AMMO) (WHNS) 

09574LB00 OED CO (AMMO) (WHN'S) 

09606L000 HHD, MAINT BN (TMDE) 

09629LQ00 MS;L SPT CO (EAC) 

09682L000 HH:C ORDNANCE BRIGADE AMMO 

09686L000 HHC, ORDNANCE BN, AMMO 

09687L000 ORD MSL MATERIEL CO DS/GS 

09688L000 ORD CO, AMMO GS/DS 

09689L000 ORD CO, AMMO DS/GS 

09693L000 MAINT & SUPPLY CO GM GS 

09697L000 MAINT CO DS HAWK (TA 4x2) 

09698L000 MAINT CO DS(CHAPVULFAAR) 

101165300 HHD WATER SUPPLY BATTALION 

701175300 WATER SUPPLY COMPANY 

101185300 WATER PURIF DETACHMENT 

10206H420 HHC, PETRL PL & TML OP BN 

1 H300 PETRL PL & TML OP CO 

10226H500 HHD PETRL SUPPLY B:N 

Other 
----- 
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SRC Equipment Cubic Weight (expressed in Measurement Tons) 
............................................................ 

fRC N1zmber I? Title 
No. of Tracked Wheeled 

Aircraft Aircraft Vechile Vechile Other 

'0227E500 PETROLEUM SUPPLY COMPANY 

'0407E300 QM AIRDROP SUPPLY COMPANY 

10416LD00 HIHC, PETRL PL & TML OP BN 

10417E420 AIRDROP EQ REP & SUP CO 

10417L000 QM PETRL PL & TML OP CO 

10426L000 HBD, PETRL SUP BN 

10427L000 Q1M PETROLEUM SUPPLY CO 

10496L200 KHCI GRREG BNI (AOE) 

1 ZOO0 QIM GRREG COMPANY/AOE 

10510HSEA AIRDROP SUPPORT 

1 05 1 0H5EC PRCHT~TEXTILE RENV SVC 

10510H5EE PRCHT PACKING/RENV SVC 

10520HSFA LAUNDRY SERVICE 

10560H6JC PETRL MOB LAB TM 

1056096JM PETROLEUM SUP &OP TEAMS 

105605A00 QM PETRL BASE LAB 

1057033WB WTR PURIF TEAM 12000 GPH 

10570J3WE WATER TRANSPORTATION 

10570J3WE' TAC WTR DISTR (HOSELINE) 

10570sA00 QM WTR TM BGE MTD (ROWPU) 

11035H000 SIGNAL BN, AIM DLV 

5500 SIG BN HVY DIV 

11035L000 SIG BN HVY DIV 
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The Army Force Cost System (TAFCS:) Database Application 
Version 91 .1 

SRC Equipment Cubic Weight (expressed in Measurement Tons) .......................................................... 

SRC Number & Title 
No. of Tracked Wheeled 

Aircraft Aircraft Vechile Vechile 

11045L000 SIG BN LIGHT INFANTRY DIV 0 0 0 5474 

11055L100 SIiG BN (LID) 0 0 0 6048 

1 1  055L200 SIG BN (LID) 0 0 0 6051 

11065L000 DI'V SIG BN (MSE) 0 0 0 81 74 

1 1065L200 DIYJ SIG BN (M~E)LIII/ABN/AA 0 0 0 7632 

11067L000 ARl3A SIG CO, MSE 0 0 0 2998 

11075L000 SIG BN (MTZ DIV) 0 0 0 8052 

11 11 6H700 HHIb- SIGNAL BN 
. - 

1 \H400 HHI) SIGNAL GROUP 
,,' 

11 127H700 S1C;NA.L OPS CO MEDICM HQS 0 0 0 1441 

11215L000 SIGNAL BATTALION (ABN) 0 0 0 3346 

11257H400 SIG CO, ABN SF GROUP 0 0 0 933 

11302G900 HHC!,THEATER COMM CMD(ARMY) 0 0 0 537 

11303H800 SIGNAL RADIO OPERATIONS CO 0 0 0 176 

173055200 SIG; CMD OPNS BN (THEATER) 0 0 0 4207 

11358G700 SIGNAL COMPANY, MESSENGER 0 0 0 585 

11367H700 SIGNAL CO, TROPO, LIGHT 0 0 0 1685 

11400L100 CORPS SIG BDE(V/VII) AOE 0 0 0 26272 

11400L200 CORPS SIG BDE (MSE) 0 0 0 51 889 

11400L300 CORPS SIGNAL BRIGADE (ABN) 0 0 0 3221 0 

11400L400 CORPS SIG BDE (MSE)(ABN) 0 0 0 52291 

1 H700 HHC, CORPS SIGNAL BRIGADE 0 0 0 1338 

11 402L100 HHC SIG BDE (V/VII CORPS) 0 0 0 1420 

Other 
----- 
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ERC Number & Title 
No. of Tracked Wheeled 
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'1402L200 HHlC CORPS SIG BDE (MSE) 0 0 0 1783  

'1402L400 HHC CORPS SIG BDE (MSE) 0 0 0 1459 

* 1 4 0 3 5 2  0 0 S IjG TACSATCOM COMPANY 0 0 0 1948 

11405H710 SIlG BN, CMD OP, MANUAL TEL 1 5  927 0 4223 

? 1405L100 CMD OPNS BN (V/VII CORPS) 0 0 0 71 38 

11410H100 HHC THEATER ARMY S:IG BGE 0 0 0 682 

1141 2L000 HHC SIG BDE (ABN) 0 0 0 1149 

11415H610 CO:RPS AREA SIG BN, MANUAL 0 0 0 8403 
-- - 

1 k ~ 6 2 0  COIRPS AREA S I G  BN, AUTO 0 0 0 921 0 

1141 5L100 AFCEA BN (V/VII CORPS) 0 0 0 8867 

11415L200 COIRPS AREA SIG BN 0 0 0 9859 

11 41 7H610 COIRPS AREA SIGNAL COMPANY 0 0 0 1707 

11423H710 CAIBLE AND WIRE CO, CORPS 0 0 0 1589 

11423H720 CXBLE AND WIRE CO, CORPS 0 0 0 2998 

11425H700 COlRPS SIGNAL RADIO BN 0 0 0 8336 

11435L000 COIRPS AREA SIG BN (MSE) 0 0 0 13608 

11445L000 COIRPS SPT BN (MSE) 0 0 0 9295 

11 450L000 DATA PROCESSING UNIT 0 0 0 251 

11455L000 COlvIMAND OPNS BN 0 0 0 5461 

11 465L000 FOIRWARD OPNS BN (A13N) 0 0 0 5934 

. 
i 5400 CMI3 SIG OPS BN (CENTAG) 0 0 0 9861 

11485L000 SIG BN FA COMD (PERSHING) 0 0 0 11 574 

Other 
----- 



Nevada Non-Army 
Nevada Test S i te  
New Bern USARC 
New Brighton (Tuin C i t ies  AAP) 
New Hampshire Non-Army 
New Jersey Non-Army 
New Mexico Non-Army 
New Orleans Army Base 
New River Val ley  Men USARC 
New York Non-Army 
Newkirk Sther land J r  USARC 
Newport A4P 
Nichlasvi l le USARC 
Ni k'e Alaska Mike 
Ni k'e Alaska Peter 
Nikme Chi Mi lu  54 
Nik,e Herc lin 69 
Nikle Herc lin 95 
Ni k~e Herndon 
Ni kte Kansas Ci ty  30 
Nike N Y 01 Housing 
Nike N Y 04 05 (Orangeburg) 
Nike N Y 24 
Nikte N Y 25 (Rocky Point Men) 
Nikte N Y 99 Hsg 
Nik~e NY 54 Hsg Holmdel 
Nikte NY 60 k g  Old Bridge 
Nibs NY 79 80 Livingston 
Nik~a NY 93 94 Franklin Lks 
Ni k~a Phi l a  41 43 Clementon 
Nikte Wash B a l e  Hsg 
Nana Army S i t e  
Nonso USARC Center 
Norfolk USARC 
North Carolina Non-Amy - Mbkota,,, 

. - i North Plat te  USARC 
Northgate Stockpile 
Northhvnpton Co Vets Hem USACD 
OK IUG Canp Gruber 
Oakdale Spt Fac 
Oakland Army Base 
Ocala 
W ~ h e e  Stagef i e l d  (Cu Chi 02 
Ohio Non-Amy 
O k l i r h a ~  Ci ty  Krovse USARC 
O k l i r h  C i ty  Midwest USARC 
O k l i ~ h a ~  Ci ty  Perez USARC 
O k l i a h  Non-Army 
Okm~lgee OK USARC 
Olathe USARC 
Ola'the USARC & ASF 37 
Ona'l aska AFRC/OMS/AMSA 53 
Ope'l i ka AL USARC 
Opp AL USARC 
Oregon Non-Army 
Otliando 4th 
Orliando Branch O f f  ice 
Orliando Corr 
Other OCONUS Non-Army 
Otis Gray Rucker J r  USARC 
Ot t~ lma  USARC 
Outer Marker 
PFC Cloyse E. Hal l  USARC 
PFC Curtis B. Schooley USARC 
PFC Harry J. Fr id ley USARC 
PFC R G Wilson USARC 
PFC William L Gi l lespie USARC 
POL Fac i l i t i es  

L -' 
PRC R. Gantner USARC 
PVT P E Modrow USARC 



Paduc:ah USARC #2 
Paduc:ah USARC #3 
Paiw Field USARC/ASF 25 
Palatka 
Paris USARC 
Pascilgwla 2 MS USARC 
W Tok Junction 
Pedricktown Support Fac i l i t y  
Penmsylvania Non-Army 
Pentagon 
Peoria AFRC 
Phosphate Dev WkS 
Picat i  nny Arsenal 
Pigman USARC 
Pi kev i l l e  USARC 
Pilclt  Mountain USARC 
Pine B lu f f  AR USARC 
Pine B lu f f  Arsenal 
Pinon Canyon 
Pitr: 25 Fam Hsg 
P i t t  52 Fam Hsg 
Pl aictunacth USARC 
Pohirkuloa Training Area 
Poker Flats Rocket Range 
P m 3  Ci ty  OK USARC 
b p l a r  B lu f f  USARC 
Part Orchard AFRC 
Portland USARC (Airport) 
Presidio Montemy 
Presidio San Francisco 
Wstm Clark USARC/- 5126 
Puablo Depat Act 
P u r m  Riw Non-Am 
h fukea  Paalaa Uka M i  1 Road 

Quibkettawn USARC 
&iim Heights (3 bran 
Radford AAP 
Ra~lshaw USARC 
Rrthjen Memorial USARC 
R a m  AAP 
Red River Amy Depot 
Redding USARC 
Redmond USARC 
Redstone Arsenal 
Reno USARC 
Re!s Forces NG Fort  Cruder 
Rc!ynoldsburg USARC 
R t d e  Island Non-Army 
Rkhmond AFRC 
R.ichmond USARC 
R,ichmond USARC 
Rio Vista USARC 
Riverbank AAP 
Riwtdale USARC 
R83bert M Moore USARC 
Robert R. Mosele USARC 
Rochester AFRC 
Rock Island Arsenal 
Rockvi 1 l e  USARC 
R:ocky Mount USARC 
Rocky Mountain Arsenal 
Floseau USARC 
F!oseburg AFRC 
Iiotterdam Housing 
ilussel l v i  1 l e  USARC/m 
!;FC E L Copple USARC 
!jFC Minoru Kunieda USARC 
!jGM Macario Garcia USARC 

' .  !jGT Bruce G Hoverer uSARC 
'- !ST Charles R Long USARC 



SLC Airport USARC 
SSG R E Walton USARC 
Sac?-amento Amy Depot 
Saci-amento USAR 13 
Saci-amento USARC 12 
Sagmi General Depot 
Sagmihara Family Housing Area 
Saginaw Amy Ai rc ra f t  Plant 
San Bernardi no USARC 
San Bruno AFRC 
San Jose USARC 
San Marws Memorial USARC 
San Pablo USARC 
Sand H i l l  Stagefield (Loc Ninh 
Santa Rosa USARC 
Sat Can 
Savanna Depot A c t  
Schinnen BSB 
Schmidt Memorial USARC 
Schof i e l d  Barracks 
Scott C i ty  USARC 
Scottsvi l le USARC 
Scranton AAP 
Sebile Manor FH Michigan 
Seneca Anny Depot 
Seward Recreation Area 
Shamee OK USARC 
Sierra Anny Depot 
Signal Cable Trunking System 
Skamte les  WET S i t e  
Soldiers & At-s Hm Natl Cenl 
Sarlerset USARC 
South Boston Support Act 

--- Satth Carolina Non-Amy 
South Dakota Non-Amy ' Sp Forces Site-Key k t  

- - a) W i n g f  i e l d  *FRC/- #% 
St Cloud AFRC 
S t  Helen USARC 
St Joseph AMSA #23 
St Louis AAP 
st Louis USARC #2 
St  Louis USARC #3 
St Paul Holman F ie ld  ASF 21 
St Pete 1420 
St.. Charles USARC 
Stianley Camp Stor Actv 
St.%tesvi 11 e USARC 
Stewart Annex 
St ig le r  USARC 
St i l lwater OK USARC 
Storage Faci 1 i t y  Cinn 
Storage Faci 1 i t y  Reading 
Stratford Anny Eng P l t  
S tJ~t tgar t  
Sudbury Annex 
Suitland Microwave Tower 
Sunflower AAP 
Sunnyside USARC 
Sunnyvale USARC 
Syracuse USARC 
T. Whidden USARC/AMSA #52 
TSG Frank 0. Peregory USARC 
T a m  AFRC 
Tacony Warehouse S i te  
Taegu 
Ta 1 1 adega USARC 
Tampa 481 5 W 
Tarheel Amy Missi le P l t  

. ...- Te 'o USARC 
Tennessee Non-Amy 



Texarkana USARC #I 
Texarkana USARC 1 2  
Texas Nan-Amy 
The Netherlands 
Thcmas Erwin Allen USARC 
Thcmas H Glenn USARC 
Tot~yhanna Amy Depot 
To1,edo USARC 
Torqduchon 
Tus le  Amy Depot 
Totsle Amy Depot RR Maint 
Tor'i i Station 
Triad AFRC Greensboro NC 
Tr.~pler Am: 
Troy AL USARC 
Tu'lsa OK USARC 
Tu'lsa USARC 12 
Tuekegee AL USARC 
Twin Cit ies AAP 
Ty'ler USARC 
US Amy Garrison Selfridge 
US Amy Kwajalein Atol l  
USA Cold Regions Re Lab 
US\ Field Station Kunia 
W N  Alexandria 
USU? Austin Lease No. 1 
USM Austin Lease No. 2 
U34R Baton Rouge 01 
UStR Baton Rouge 02 

-- USlW Beaunont 
US4R Bogalusa 
US4R Bossier City 
US4R CFMS schenectady 
US4R Chattanooga TN Bonny Oaks 
US4R Chattanooga TN E 23rd STR 
US9R Cllnton Trng Site 
US9R Greenvllle TN 
US4R Hmmlond 
USM Hama 
US4R Johnson Ci ty  TN 
USU Joliet Outdr Tng (Elwood) 
USsR Keystone Ord Outdoor Tng 
USAR Knoxville TN 
USAR La Porte Outdr Tng (Kngsb 
USAR Lafayette 
USAR Lafayette Hangar 
USAR Lake Charles 
USAR Laporte Home Sta (Kngsbry 
USAR Madisonvi77e KY 
USAR Memphis TN Avery Avenue 
USAR Memphis TN California Ave 
USAR Monroe 
USAR Nashville TN 125th A W I  
USAR Nebraska Outdoor Tng 
USAR New Orleans Diamond 
USAR New Orleans Fleming 
USAR Norman 01 
USAR Norman 02 
USAR Oak Rldge TN 
USAR Orland Park PMSA 
USAR Owensboro KY 
USAR Paducah 01 KY 
EAR Paducah 02 KY 
EAR Port  Arthur 
EAR Rossford Tng Site 
EAR San Antonio Lease No.1 
EAR Shrweport 
EAR Sl idel  1 

I USAR St Thanas 
EAR Sunflower Outdoor Tng 
USAR Training Area Granby Mass 



USARC Abilene 
USARC Aguadilla 
USARC Aiken 
USARC Akron 1 
USARC Akron 2 
USARC Albany 
WPC Albuquerque 02 NM 
USASC Alice 
USAIPC Altoona 
USARC Amarillo 
USAIE Ames 088 
USAIE Amherst 
USAIE Anderson 
USAI?C Ann Arbor 
USAIE Anniston 
USAIE Appleton 084 
USAIE Arden H i l l s  Twin 205 
USAIE Argonne 
USAIE Arlington Heights 
USAIE Attesia IhM 
USAIE Attleboro 
USAlE Auburn 
USAIE Aurora 
USAIX Bakersfield 
USAlE Bangor 
USAlE Bardstoun 
USAlZC Batavia 
WE Bat t le  Creek 
USAIX Bay Ci ty  

- USAIE Bay~non 
USAlE Beaver Dam 084 

' USAIH: Be1 1 
WZC Bel la i re  
USAIZC Be1 lefonte 
WE Bellingham 01 ; WE Belo i t  086 
USAIH: Bethlehem 
USAIH: B i l l i ngs  MT 
USAIZC Birmingham 01 
USAlE Birmhgham 02 
USAlZC Bivaark ND 
USAlZC Bloomskrrg 
USAlE Bluef i e l d  
USAIZC Bothell 
USAlE Boulder 
USAIX BouMn Field 
USAIK Bozeman NT 
WI?C Brained 41 6 
USAIX Bridgeport 
USAIK Bridgton 
USARC Br is to l  
USARC Br is to l  
USAI?C Br is to l  Newportville 
USAIX Br i  tti n 
USAIX Btockton 01 
USAIZC Btockton 02 
USAIX Bronx Mu1 l e r  
USAIX Brookvi 1 l e  
W I X  Brownsvi 1 l e  
USAIX Bryan 
USAIX Bryan 
W I C  Buffalo 425 
USAIX Buffalo 02 425 
USAlX B u l l v i l l e  
USAIC Burl ington 416 
USAIH: Butler 
USARC Cadiz 
USAIC Caguas 
USAIE Cambridge 205 
USAIC Camp Pendleton 
USAlE Canandaigua 



USARC: Cannon Falls 205 
USARC: Canton 
USARC: Canton 1 
USARC: Caven Point 
USARC: Cedar Rapids 088 
USARC: Chambenburg 
USARC: Charleston 
USARC: Cherokee 41 6 
USARC: Chester 
USARC: Chester 
USARC: Chicago 06 (Pulaski) 
USARC: Chicago Bryn Maw Ave 
USARC: Chicago Cermak Rd 
USARC Chicago N Kedzie Ave 
USARC Chicago OHare (Rosemont) 
USARC Chicopee 
USARC Chi 11 icothe 
USARC Cincinnati 1 
USARC Clarksburg 
USARC Clarksdale 
USARC Clearfield 
USARC Clernsw, 
USARC Cleveland Harvard Rd 
USARC Cleveland W 2 
USARC Coeur D Alene I D  
USARC C o l ~  
LlSARC Corning 
USARC Corvallis 
USARC Council Bluffs 425 

USARC Dallas 01 ~errogd 
USARC Dallas 02 hcfert - 
USARCDanvers- , 

tJwc bvenport 088 
USARCDaytm 7 , .  
USARCDecorah . ,  - - .  41 6 
USARC Delaware, ., - .. 2 
USARC Demfe,-ca)~ 1 1 

USARC D8s Hoiner:Fort'r& 
USARC DatmiZ 03 (Cl&nia) 
USARC Detroit 04 (Fraser) 
USARC Detroit East 
USARC Dexter 
USARC Dodgeville 41 6 
USARC Du Bois 
USARC Duluth 088 
USARC E Windsor 
USARC East Rainel l e  
USARC Eau Claire 41 6 
USARC Eau Claire 2 41 6 
USARC Edgenwmt 
USARC El Monte 
USARC E l  Paso 
USARC Elizabethtown 
USARC Emporia 
USARC Eugene 
USARC Everett 
USARC Fac Woolworth St h h a  
USARC Fair f ie ld 
USARC Fairimnt 
USARC Faribault 088 
USARC Fergus Fal ls 205 
USARC F l in t  
USARC Florence 
USARC Fond Du Lac 084 
USARC Fort Lawton 
USARC Fort Snel 1 i ng 088 
USARC Fort Worth 
USARC Franklin 



USARC Frem NE 
USAIZC Fmmont 
USAIZC Fresno 
USAIZC Ft  Allen 
USAIZC Ft  Nathaniel Greene 
USAIZC Ft  Thanas 1 
USAIE F t  Thomas 2 
USAIZC Gadsen Parking Lot 
USAlZC Gaithersburg - Hutton 
USAIE Galesburg 
USAIE Garner 205 
USAIZC Gary 
USAIZC Gerry 
USAlE Gettysburg 
USAIE Glens Fa1 1s 
USAIZC Gordo AL 
USAIZC Grafton 
USAIE Grand Forks NO 
USAlE Grand Rapids 
USAIZC Great Bend 
USAlE Great Fal ls MT 
USAlE Green Bay 086 
USAIX Green Bay 02 (Ashwauben) 
USAIX Grwncastle 
USAIE Gmenskrrg 
USAIX Greenvi 1 l e  
USAlX G m i  l l e  2 
USAlE Greenvi 1 l e  MS 
USAIE Greeovood 
USAlE Greenwood 
WE Grenier Field 
USAlE Hagerstown 
WE Hanilton 

- USAIE Hampton 
USAIC Hartford 

'i ) USARC Hamy - - W C  Hastlngs 
USAlE Hays 
USAlE Hazard Park 
WE Helena M 
WE Nenpstead (T.Roosevelt) 
USAlE Hlngham Cohasset 
USAlE Hanevood 
USAIX Horseheads 
USAIC tbrsham 
WItC Houston Lease No.2 
USAIE Houston No. 2 
USAllC Huntington 
USAIZC Huntsvi 1 l e  
USAlZC Independence 
USAIE Indiana 
USAIZC Inkster 
USAIZC Iowa City 205 
USARC Irwin 
USAIZC Ithaca 
USAIZC Jackson 
USAIZC Jasper Alabama 
USARC Johnstown 
USAIZC Jol i e t  
USAIE Jol i e t  Railroad 
USAIE Junction City 086 
USARC KC KS 
USAIZC Kalamazoo 
USARC Kal ispel 1 MT 
USAIE Kankakee 
USAIZC Keene 
WlE Kenton 
USAIE Keuaunee 

\ ,, USAIE Kjngs M i l l s  
USAIC Kingston 
USAlE Kit tani  ng 



USARC Ladysmith 
USAliC Lake Station 
USAfiC Lancaster 
USAG'C Lansing 
USARC Las Cruces MYI 
USARC Larrence 
USARC Lawrence 
USARC Le Sueur 
USARC Leuisburg 
USARC Leuistown MT 
USARC Lexington 1 
USARC Lima 
USARC Lincoln 
USARC Liverpool 
USARC Lock Haven 
USARC Logan Utah 
USARC Long Beach 
USARC Longview 
USARC Lubbock 
USARC Madison 01 086 
USARC Hadison 02 086 
USAR(z Malone 
USAR(: Manchester 
W:: Planltouoc 084 
USARC Mankato 205 
USAR(: Mansfield 
W: Marcus Hook 
USAR(: Marion 
USAR(: Marjon Outdoor 
USAB('-hall - 
w: Martinsburg 
USARI: HaMena I 

W: Ptattydale 
USAR(: McCoy AFB 02 
USAR(: PIcCoy AFB 03 
USAR(: Meadville 
USAR(: Medford 
USAR(: Menasha 
w: Menasha 02 
USAR(: Mesquite 
USAR(: Middletam 
LLSAR(: Midland 
LISARC: M i  1 ford 
USARC: Milwaukee S Side 084 
USARC: M i n o t  ND 
USARC: Hontpel i e r  
USARC: Moses Lake 
USARC: b u n t  Freedan  
USARC: Mt Pleasant 41 6 
USARC. Muskegon 
USARC: N Charleston 
USARC: Nashville TN White Bridg 
USARC: Neu Castle 
USARC Neu Haven 
USARC New Kensington 
USARC Neu Martinsvil le 
USARC Nev Prague 
USARC Norfolk 
USARC Norristown 
USARC North Park 
USARC Ogden Depot Utah 
USARC Ogden Utah 
USARC Ogdensburg 
USARC O i l  Ci ty 
USARC Olean 
USARC b h a  
USARC Orangeburg 
USARC Osage C i t y  
USARC Oshkosh 
USARC Oswego 
USARC Paris 



INSTALLATION ________________--------------- 
1LT J.imnie L. Monteith USARC 
1LT R W Heisinger USARC 
1SG Atlam S Brandt 
1st  Lt A.J. E l l i son USARC 
200th TAmC 
220th BSB (Fulda) 
221st BSB (Wiesbaden) 
222nd BSB (bumholder) 
233rd BSB (Danmtadt) 
235th BSB (Ansbach) 
279th 6% (Barnberg) 
280th BSB (Schueinfutt) 
282ncl BSB (Hohenfels) 
283rcl BSB ( W i  l d f  lecken) 
293rtl BSB (Mannheim) 
2LT It H Stephens USARC 
409th BSB (Grafenwoehr) 
410th BSB (Bad Kreuznach) 
411th BSB (P) (Heidel berg) 
412tih BSB(P) (Vicenza) 
414th 8SB (Hanau) 
415th BSB(P) (Ka isers lau~rn)  
417th BSB (P) (Wuankrrg) 
418th 8SB (Frankfutt) 
6A CARlT Englewood 
AFRC. Aberdeell SO 
AFRC: Albqwfque FM 
AFRC: Darglas Sa l t  Lake Clty UT 
AFRC Fargo ND 
AFRC Harrisburg 
AFRC Idaho Fa l l s  I D  0 AFRC Lm A lm i t cn  
AFRC Manhattan 
AFR: NIagaa Fal ls  
AFm: Pacatello I D  
AFRC Santa AM 
AFRC Topeka 
AFRC W l c h i t a  
AFRC/AMSA #20 Broken A n w  
M A  111 
M A  #32 
M b  #32 (GI 
M A  #36 N Plat te 
AM.<d 139 Topeka 
M A  #89 Christiansburg 
WiA 190 Chesterfield 
M A  121 ( G )  
ARfC Be1 1 ingham 02 
ASI: 14 
ASI: 19 Adams Field 
AS/- 28 
AS% #58 
Abbeville AL USARC 
Aberdeen Proving Ground 
Abingdon Memorial USARC 
Ada OK USARC 
Adelphi Labs 
Aclelphi Woodbridge Res Fac 
Aclrian B Rhodes AFRC 
A1:asaka Press Center 
Alrizuki Amnunition Depot 
A'labama AAP 
A'labama Non-Army 
A'laska Non-Amy 

I Aliamanu M i l  Res 
'.-1 knari 1 l o  USARC #2 

AF(!EA COST FACTORS 

AREA COST FACTOR 
-_-------------- 

0.830 
1.020 
0.980 
1.140 
1 .740 
1.740 
1.740 
1.740 
1.740 
1.740 
1.740 
1.740 
1.740 
1.740 
1.740 
1.140 
1.740 
1.740 
1.740 
1.740 
1.740 
1.770 
1.740 
1.940 
1.030 
1.040 
1.020 
0.910 
1.040 
1.100 
1.170 
1.240 
0.920 
1.230 
1.170 
1.240 
0. %O 
0.990 
0.900 
0.840 
0.910 
1.100 
0.880 
0.960 
0.830 
0.830 
0.790 
1.110 
0.910 

Database 
Ver 4.01 



Andnws USARC 
Annalwl i s  USARC 
Anniston Army Depot 
Antlers OK USARC 
Ardmore OK USARC 
Area I East 
Area I1 
Area I11 
Arizclna Non-Army 
Arkaclelphia USAR AR 
Arkansas Ci ty  USARC 
Arkarsas Non-Army 
A r l  i rgton National Cemetery 
Ar l i rgton Point AL USARC 
A r l  i rgton USARC 
Armed Forces Rec Centers 
Anned Svcs YMCA(US0) Lawton OK 
Amy Aviation Support F a c i l i t y  
Amy Materials Technology Lab 
Amy R e c r  Area Lake Allatoona 
Asheboro AFRC 
Ashland USARC 
Ashley USARC 
Astoria AFRC (Warrenton) 
Athens 
Atterbury Hob Si te  
Augusta 
Auronr USARC 
Austi1-1 Memorial A n  Frc Res Ct 

- 86 Janes b r e  USARC 
BG John Cropper USAR 
BG Oscar P Hampton USARC #I 
Bad k e  USARC 
Badget- AAP 
Baltlmote Sheridan USARC - B a l t i r m  Turner USARC 

- N* Bar1 ilrg AR USARC 
Barsttw Outreach Center 
Bart l t tsv i l le OK USARC 
Baxtar- Sprlngs USARC 
Bay Ci ty  Memorial USARC 
Belgirm 
Beltor1 USARCIAMSA #57 
Belvoi~r Fuels and Lub Rsh Fac 
Bend llSARC 
Benicia Amy Cemetery 
Berea USARC 
Big Ccppitt Key 
Black Rapids Rock Climb 
Black Rapids Training S i te  
Eli tchton Stagefield 
Bloaington AFRC 
Bloanington USARC 
Blue Grass Activity-LEAD 
Boise Warehouse 
Br is to l  USARC 
Bronx Yonkers 
Brookhaven MS USARC 
Bryan USARC 
Buckland Annory 
Buffalo Bayou Flood Control 
Burkesville USARC 
COL Ernest H. Dervishian USARC 
CPL Fortest E. Peden USARC 
CPL Jesse N Funk USARC 
CPL Rolsert Shaffer USARC 
CPT Rolxrt B Champman USARC 
Cal ifof-nia Non-Army 
Camden USAR AR 

> ciiinero~i Station 
Camp &mnevi 1 l e  



Camp & ~ l l i s  
Camp Oawson 
Camp banal i ATS 
Camp Grayling 
Camp Gruber OK 
Camp Wac kal 1 
Camp Rnrks 
Camp Perry 
Camp Ripley 
Camp Roberts 
Camp S~wlby 
Camp zuna 
Canal Fulton USARC 
Canton (portage Ele Sch1)USARC 
Canyon Lake Recreation Area 
Cape Girardeau USARC 
Cape Henelopen USARC 
Cape St George FL 
Car l is le Barracks 
C a m 1  l t on  USARC 
Casper USAWAMSA 
Chamblee USARC 
Charles L. Waples USARC 
Charles M. Mckelvey h USARC 
Charles Melvin Price Spt Ctn 
Charleston USARC 3 
Charlotte USARC #l/AMSA 122(G) 
Chas Ma1 R-ice Spt C t r  Wherry 
Chibana S i te  
Chickasha OK USARC 
Chlco IJSARC 
Chlppelra Fa l ls  USARC 
Cinoinnati-2 (Sharonville) 

0 
Clarkston USARC 
Clay Cwnty WET S i te  
Clinton OK USARC 
Colbern Memorial AFRC 
Colorado Non-Amy 
Colunbla USARC # 3 
Columbia USARC 52 
Col&us Support F a c i l i t y  
Colurnbus USARC 
Colunbrn USARC 51 
Columbus USARC 52 
ccnlcond USARC 
Concond USARC 
Connecticut Non-Amy 
Conway AR USAR 
Coos Bay AFRC 
Coosa Riv Storage Annex 
Cor Gab Ken 
Cotaop~l is  S i te  72 
Corbin USARC 
Cornhusker AAP 
Corpus Chr is t i  Memorial USARC 
Cropwell RC/ASF 155 
Culpepper USAR Ct r  
Cynthiana USARC 
Dahlonega 
Dallas USAR #3 
Dallas USARC X4 
Dayton USARC (VA Center) 
Oaytona Beach 
De Pere AMSA #51 
Def Constr Sup Ctr  
Def Depot Memphis 
Def Depot Ogden 
Def Oistr  Reg E New Cumberland 
Def D is t r  Reg West Sharpe 

--- ,' Def D is t r  Reg West Tracy 
Def Gen Supply Center 



Def Ind P l t  Eqp Fac 
Def Pers Support Ct r  
Defense Mapping Agency 
Delaware Non-Army 
Deputy Div Engr Off ice 
Oestin Moreno Point 
Detroi t  Arsenal 
Detroi t  Arsenal Tank Plant 
Dexter USARCR 
Dike /Range 
Oilli~?gham M i l  Res 
D is t r i c t  o f  Columbia Non-Army 
Dobbi~.\s USARC/ASF 42 
Dodge Ci ty USARC 
Donald W Brann USARC 
Dool i t t le  ASF 123 
Dothati AL USARC 
Downirrgton USARC 
b y  H.111 Fam Hsg Watertown 
Dublirl 
Dukrqrie Naval Reserve Center 
Dugwaj~ Proving Ground 
Duncar1 USARC 
Durant. OK USARC 
Durham USARC #1 
D u h l  USARC #2 
E. Earvle Rives AFRC 
ECS #€I Helena 
Eagan USARC 
East F b i n t  USARC # I  
East F b i n t  USARC #2 
Eau Claire AHSA #52 
Eklutna Dispersal S i te  
Eklutna Mountain Glacier S i  
E l  h a d o  AR USARC 
El  Dotado USARC #2 
Elba AL LRARC 
Eldwado USARC 
Ellenbom USARC 
Ellensbuq AFRC 
Ellsworth USARC 
England Authority 
Enid OK USARC 
Errterprise AL USARC 
Ethan ,Allen F i re  Rg 
Evansville AFRC 
Ever i t t  B Hunley USARC 
Exchanje Svc Whse Montgomery 
FH Bed.Fwd MA 85 
FH Beverly MA 15 
FH Bur'lington MA 84 
FH Coventry R I  69 
FH Fair-field CT 65 
FH Hul l  MA 36 
FH N Smithfield R I  99 
FH Nahitnt MA 17 
FH New Br i t ian  CT 57 
FH Pla.~nvi l le CT 67 
FH Portland CT 36 
FH Ranclolph MA 55 
FH Shelton CT 74 
FH Swarlsea MA 29 
FH Tops.field MA 05 
FH Wakefield MA 03 
FH West port CT 73 
FT RPMNS 
Fairbanks Eielson Pipeline 
Fairbanks Permafrost Station 
Fairbury USARC 
Family Hsg Addison I L  
Fanni ngton USARC 



Farre11 USARC 
Fayettevi 1 l e  AR USARC 
Federal Regional Center 01 ney 
Fitzsimons Am: 
Fleming Godwin USAR 
Flemi ngsburg USARC 
Florvrnce USARC 2 
Florida Non-Amy 
Floycl WET Site 
Fm Hsg Oavisville 
Foley AL USARC 
Folscm AFRC 
Forest Park AFRC 
Forest Park USARC 
Fort A.P. H i l l  
Fort Amador 
Fort Baker East 
Fort Belvoir 
Fort Benjamin Harrison 
Fort Benning 
Fort Bliss 
Fort Bragg 
Fort &&anan 
Fort Campbell 
Fort C a m  
Fort Chaffee 
Fort Clayton 
Fort Glayt.cn Mlsc 
Fort Davis 
Fort De Russy 
Fort Ih t r l ck  
Fort lbveG-- 
Fort 131x 

("-J 
Fort 1- lffARC 
Fort Ih 

..-+ Fort lEustls 
-3. ' Fort Qll lenl 

Fort ~3ordon 
Fort h e l y  
Fort (L l l ck  
Fort li&nilton 
Fort Holabird 
Fort IW 
Fort liuachuca 
Fort tiunter Liggett 
Fort 1:ndiantown Gap 
Fort Jackson 
Fort Ihmehameha 
Fort C:nox 
Fort Kobbe 
Fort Kobbe Misc 
Fort L.eaveoworth 
Fort Lee 
Fort Leonard Wood 
Fort Lewis 
Fort Fhson 
Fort FlcClel lan 
Fort FlcCoy 
Fort PlcNair 
Fort PlcPherson 
Fort bade 
Fort Misswla 
Fort Momlouth 
Fort Monroe 
Fort Myer 
Fort Ord 
F o r t  Plckett 
Fort Polk 

( Fort Richardson 
L I . _ _I Fort Riley 

Fort Rucker 



Fort Ruger 
Fort Sam Houston 
Fort Shafter 
Fort Sheridan 
Fort Sherman 
Fort Sherman Misc 
Fort Si 11 
Fort Smith AR USARC 
Fort Stevens M i l  Cem 
Fort Stewart 
Fort Story 
Fort Ti lden 
Fort Totten 
Fort Valley USARC 
Fort Wainwright 
Fort Wingate Depot Act 
Fort Worden Cemetery 
Fort Worth USAR #2 
Frankfort USARC 
Ft  Cell 1 ins USARC/AMSA 
Ft Gordon Recr Area 
Ft  Laur 5515 
F t  Ritchie 
F t  Ritchie Raven Rock Site 
Ft  Nm Harrison 
Gadsden USARC 
Gainesville 
Gainesville 1300 NE 8th Ave 
Gainsri 1 l e  USARC 
Gaithrrsburg USARC 
Galeville Amy Training Site 
Garcia Memorial USARC 
Garden City USARC 
Gardec? Grove 
George P Wentuorth USARC 
Georgt-n USARC 
Geor9.i a Non-Amy 
Getmarrtown USARC 
Gent le  Rvr Arctic Test 
Glenv.iew USARC & ASF 26 
Gcrwen Field 
Graham USARC 
Grand Island USARC 
Grand Junction AMSA 
Grand Junction USARC 
Grand Prair ie USARC/ASF 13 
Greeley Armory 
Green Bay USARC 
Greensboro AL USARC 
Greentop USARC 
Greenv i 1 1 e USARC 3 
Grim-Smith Med Cl inic USARC 
Guam US Army Reserve Center 
Gulfport MS USARC 
Gulkana Amy Site 
Guymon OK USARC 
HF Rad Oenton 
HF Sarrta Rosa 
Hai nes Terminal 
Hamilton Amy A i r f i e ld  
Hancock Army Canplex 
Hanni be1 USARC 
Hardin) Lake Recreation 
Hardinsburg USARC 
Harlan USARC 
Harold B Durham Jr USARC 
Harrison AR USARC 
Harrodsburg USARC 
Hattiesburg MS USARC 

. -- Hawaii Non-Amy 
Hawk Kw 80 



Hawthorne AAP 
Hays AAP 
Hazard USARC 
Helemano Rad Rec Sta 
Hickory USARC 
High Point USARC 
H im  Amnunition Depot 
Ho l s l ~n  AAP 
Holt USARC 
Holy Cross Armory 
Hooni~h Armory 
Hontwn USARC 612 
Hontwn USARC #3 (Babylon) 
Hot Springs AR USARC 
Huactuca Ft  Gi la Bend Area 
Huachuca Ft  Willcox Area 
Huckleberry Creek Mt Tng Site 
Hunter Amy Ai r f ie ld  
Huntingdon USARC 
Huntingdon USARC 
Huntington Future USARC Site 
Hurley USARC/AMSA 52. SS1 
Huslia Armory 
Hutchinson AFRC 
Idaho Non-Amy 
I l l i n > i s  Non-Amy 
Indiaila AAP 
Indiana Non-Army 
Inkstcar Cherryhi 11 Schl USARC 
Iawa rW 
Iowa IJon-Amy 
I r v l n r  USARC 
I rwin Sp t  Det Annex 
JachlEw USARC 
Jackscm 1 MS USARC 
Jackscn 2 MS USARC 
Jackscn3 MS USARC 
Jackcrwi l le  Nl ke Site 
Jacksomville USARC 
Jams T St Cla i r  USARC 
bnestom Radar Site 
Jasper USARC 
Jasper USARC X2 
J w  41st 
Jw 7823 At1 
Jecel i n USARC 
J e f f e r m  Pmving Gtound 
Jesse I= Niven Jr  USARC 
Johnsttwn 2 
Jo l ie t  AAP Kankakee 
Jones I'oint USAR Ctr 
Jonesbom AR USARC 
Jonesv.11 l e  USARC 
Joplin USARC 
Kachin Hanto Area A 
Kahuku Tng Area 
Kaltag Armory 
Kanagawa M i  1 k Plant 
Kandel USAR Center 
Kankakee AFRC 
Kansas AAP 
Kansas Non-Amy 
Kapalamla M i l  Reserve 
Kawai has M i  1 Reserve 
Kauai loa 
Kawakami Amnunition Depot 
Kearney USARC 
Kennevick USARC 
Kentucky Non-Army 
Kilauea M i l  Reserve 
King Of Prussia 



Kinston USARC 
Kipispa Amno Storage Site 
K i r l d  USARC 
Klanath Falls AFRC 
Kon!a Non-Army 
Kotzebue 
Koyr~kuk Armory 
Kure Pier 6 
Lafayette USARC 
Lake City AAP 
Lake Mead Base 
Lake o f  the Ozarks 
Lakeland 
Land For Future USARC 
Land Purchased USARC Redding 
Land USARC Camp Lejeune 
Las Vegas AFRC 
Laun~l MS USARC 
Lavtcm OK USARC 
Lebanon 
Letterkenny Army Depot 
Lewi:;tovn USARC 
Lex-[Slue Grass Army Depot 
Lexi rlgton 
Lexirgton AFRC 
Liberty Oam 
Liekkr USAR Center 
Lima Anny Tank P l t  
Lincc~ln Spt Fac 
Linccbln USARC 
Linca'ln-Douglas USARC 
L i t t l e  Rock Finkbsiher AR 
L i t t l e  Rock JT Robinson AR 
L i t t l e  Rock Seymour Terry AR 
Livinpston AL USARC 

- LochxdAnnyConnFaci l i ty 
* i  . --  Lone !Star hAP 

Long 13each A m y  Faci 1 i t y  
Longhorn AAP 
Longnrmt F la t imn Maint Fac 
Longv.lev USARC 
Louis-iana AAP 
Louis~lana Non-Anny 
Louis\~i l le USARC 
L u b . k  USARC 
Luxemtwq 
Lynchtuq AFRC 
MAJ Michael P O'Donnell USARC 
MG Guy 8. k n i t  USARC 
MG L. E. Jones USARC 
MG Leif  J. Sverdrup USARC/AMSA 
MG Wurts Mem USARC/AMSA#23 (G) 
Macon USARC/AMSA #46 (G) 
Madison (Main) USARC 
Madison (Penn) AMSA 150 
Madison (Wright St) AFRC 
Maine [Yon-Army 
Makua lJi 1 Reserve 
Manass,~s Fam Hsg 
Manchester USARC 
Manhattan Beach Hsg 
Manibroc Maint Fac i l i ty  
Marietta Ohio - 02 
Marque1:te USARC 
Marshal 1 USARC 
Martinsvil le USARC 
Marylard Non-Army 
Maryvi 1 l e  ISARC 
Massachusetts Non-Army 
Mauna Kapu C a m  Site 
k y s v i l l e  USARC 



Map& AMSA 46 
Mc lrlester OK USARC 
McAl ester AAP 
McCcIok USARC 
Mckinney Fish Hatchery Hoffman 
Me1 bourne 
Memith H i l l  Sta 
Meridian MS USARC 
M i a m i  OK USARC 
Miami Richnd 
Miami William 
Michigan Non-Army 
Mickelson Stanley R SFG MSR 
Mickelson Stanley R SFG PAR 
Mick~slson Stanley R SFG RSL 1 
Mickelson Stanley R SFG RSL 2 
Mickelson Stanley R SFG RSL 3 
Hickelson Stanley R SFG RSL 4 
Mickr?lson Stanley R SFG WTRLIN 
Microwave Sta Damascus 
Micrtwave Sta Quantico 
Micrrwave Sta Tysom Corner 
Middlesboro llSARC 
Midwa~y Hsg S i t e  
Hilan~ AAP 
MI 11 tary  Ocean Tml Bayonne 
HI 1 i t a r y  Ocean Tml Sunny Poin 
M i l l e r  Fann LTA 
M i  1 ler/hrckett USARC 
Mi l ton USARC - 
Hirulesota Non-Amy 
Missirslppl AAP ' 
Missi~rsippl Non-Army 
M i s s a ~ r i  Non-Amy 
Mobill3 1 AL USARC 
Mobile 2 AL USARC 
Ewas?~ LllSARC 
Mokuleia A m y  Beach 
bmmth Anned Forces Res C t r  
Montana Non-Army 
n0Crter.e~ Recr S i t e  
Hwrtesano AFRC 
Montgclnery 1 AL USARC 
kwltgomery 2 AL USARC 
Momhead C l t y  USARC/AMSA #I28 
Morehead USARC 
Momanton llSARC 
Mountain V i e w  USARC 
M t  Sterl ing USARC 
h s c a t  i ne USARC 
Muskegon PHSA 43 
Muskog~x OK USARC 
Myrtle Beach USARC 
N Y Maint Shop Bellmore 
NE Philadelphia USARC 
NG Akiitchak Armory 
NG Akiirk Armory 
NG Alakanuk Armory 
NG Amb'ler Armory 
NG Arct ic Vil lage Armory 
NG Arlington Hal l  
NG Atterbury Res Forces Tng 
NG Auburn 
NG Aviation Gmplex 
NG Bee Cave 
NG Bennett 
NG Bethel 
NG Brevig Mission Armory 
NG Buckeye 
NG Byrd Field 01 
NG Byrd Field S i te  No 2 



NG Cmp Adair 
NG Camp Ashland 
NG Camp Bouie 
NG Camp Carrol l  ATS 
NG Camp Clark 
NG Camp Edwards 
NG Camp Livingston 
NG Camp Mc Cain 
NG Cunp Murray 
NG Cmp Seven M i  l e  
NG Cunp Sherman 
NG Ciunp S w i f t  
NG Cimp Williams 
NG Grswell 
NG Ci~toosa Training Center 
NG Ckfornak Armory 
NG Ctevak Annory 
NG Clarkston 
NG Ccmpton 
NG County Line 
NG Custer Res Forces Tng Area 
NG Deming 
NG East Greenwich 
NG Eek Armory 
ffi E l i m  Armory 
NG Elrama 
NG Emnonak Armory 
NG Erulmclaw 
NG Ethan Allen AFB 
NG F e l i c i t y  
NG For-t Al len 
NG Fort Missarla 
NG Fort  Uolters 
NG Fort  Yukon Armory 
NG F t  Wn Henry Harrison 
NG GFE 1 A 9 ffibl- 
NG Gamlbsll Annory 
NG GeQcge Wright 
NG Goodnews Bay Armory 
NG Grandview 
NG Gulfport 
ffi Hamner Fie ld  
ffi Hastings 
ffi Han3stead 
NG Han3wood 
NG Hooper Bay Armory 
NG Hopltinton 
NG Johtr Sevier Range 
NG Kas-lgluk Armory 
NG Kiana Armory 
NG Kipr~uk Armory 
NG Kiva~lina A m r y  
NG Kongiganak Armory 
NG Kotl i k Armory 
NG Kotzebue 
NG Koyuk Armory 
NG Kvethluk Armory 
NG Kwigill ingok Armory 
NG Lander 
ffi Lamdo 02 
NG L e m x  
NG L i t t l e  Diomede A m r y  
NG L w e l l  
NG Maintenance Center 
NG Mead 
NG Mekol-yuk Armory 
NG Midway 
NG M i  l a r ~  Training Center 
NG Moses. Lake 
NG Mountain V i  l lage A m r y  



NG H Smithfield 
NG Napakiak Armory 
NG hlapaskiak Armory 
NG hlew Addicks 
NG h w  Castle 
NG New Hanover 
NG New Iber ia 
NG Newport 
NG Nevtok Armory 
NG Nightmute Annory 
NG &mtak Armory 
NG kmrv i k  Armory 
NG North f o e  Hood 
NG Nihato Armory 
NG k~napitchuk Armory 
NG Oakdale 
NG Olr.laha~ M i  1 i t a r y  Academy 
NG Old Harbor Armory 
NG Olney 
NG Oxford 
NG P i t t  02 
ffi Point Barrow Armory 
NG Po+* Hope Armory 
NG Quinhagak Armory 
NG Rerjmwd 
ffi Reno 
NG *)inaw 
ffi Santiago 
NG Sa\roonga Annory 
NG ~ r m ~ n  Bay Armory 

- NG Selawi k Armory 
NG Shaiktoolik Annory 
NG Sherldan 
NG Shlshnaref Armory 
NG Shungnak Armory 
NG Smyrna Training Center 
NG St l'larys Anaory 
f f i  St  IY.lchael Annory 
f f i  Stebbins Annory 
NG Teller Armory 
NG Tmple 
NG Tog.lak Armory 
NG Toolsmk Bay Annwy 
NG T-1 Area NB 93 
NG Tuamcari 
NG Tulu ksak Annory 
NG Tuntutuliak Armory 
NG Tununak Armory 
NG Unalakleet Armory 
NG Virgin ia Beach 
NG Waiada Storage Area 
NG Wainwight Armory 
NG Wale; Armory 
NG Walker AFTAC Annex 
NG Waruick 
NG Navel-ly 
NG West Va Ord Works 
NG Woodstock 
NG Wrarqell Armory 
NG York 
NG Youngstown WFTS 
NSA Kent Island 
NTC and F o r t  I rw in  CA 
Naha Port 
Nashville USARC 
Natchez MS USARC 
Natick RIB Dev & Eng Center 

, National Security Agency 
Navajo Rspot Act  

.- Navy Sup A c t  USARC 
Nebraska Non-Army 
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- CONUS Installations - . .' 
Military Population AFH 

Indallrtion FY 00 Reauirement 

MACOM AMC 
Aberdun Prowng Ground 
Melphi Labs 
Alabama AAP 
Anniston Army Depot 
A m y  Materials Technology 
Badger AAP 
Blw Grass Activity-LBAD 
Charles Melvin Price Spt 
Comhuslcer AAP 
Dttroit Arsenal 
Dugway Proving Ground 
Fort M o ~ l l ~ u t h  
Fort Wingatc Depot Act 
Hawthorne AAP 
H o h n  AAP 
xnd ianaw 
h M P  
kfbtrzolrPrwingGround 
klhtAAPiCanlralw 
I b s S A A P  
-wMP- 

=. - ---lDcpoc 
Lima Army T '  Plt 
f a r r e S g r M P  
- g b o r r r w  . . 
LmusUnaAAP 
AhucskfAAP 
AaanMP 
l h k w p p i A A P  
~ R c t D c v & E n g  
m D c p o c A a  
Ncwpoc tm 
PicltinnyArscaal 
Pine B l u f f M  
PudAoDtpot Act 
Radford AAP 
RavennaAAP 
RaveMaAAP 
Red River Army Depot 
Rc&toot Arsenal 
RivabanLAAP 
Rock Island Arsenal 
Rodry Mountain Anenal 
-mArmyDepd 
Savanna Depot Act 
Saanton AAP 
Senax Army Depot 
Sierra A m y  Depot 
StLouirAAP 
Stanley Camp Stor Actv 

v' 
On Post 

Perm Assets 
./. Living 

On Post 

N- - Miirry Poqulrtioa hn Jan 94 ASP 
- b w  and Ands hn HQRPULNS. Jul94 (MU 94 HQIF$ Jan 94 ASIP) 
- C h b u c o l i n c l u d c  Lrucd Houhg Page 1 



t 

Military Population AFH 
Installation FY 00 Reauliremcnt 
Stratford Army Eng Plt 
Sunflower AAP 
Tobyha- A m y  Depot 
Tobyhanna -Y Depot 
Toocle Army Depot 
Twin Cities AAP 
US Army Garrison Se1fridg:e 
Umatilla Depot Act 
Vint Hill Farms Station 
Voluntetr AAP 
Watervliet Arsenal 
White Sands Missile Range 
Yuma Proving Ground 

MACOM FORSCOM 
Camp Bullis 
-P - 
Fort Bragg 
Fort Blrhannn 
FortCunpbc!ll 
Fast Omon 
Fort Dcvarr 
Fast Dix . 

. Fort Dram 
Fort Galem 
FatHamilton 
Fort Hood 
Fort Hunter Lig@ 
F O r t ~ G a p  
mLcwit 

Fatnmba3on 
Fort od 
:Fort Pidrat 
:Fort PoIk 
:Fort Riky 
:Fort Sam Houston 
:Fort stman 
:Fort Tottcn 
:Hunter Army Airfield 
:K(%dFortIrwin CA 
Oakdale Spt Fac 
lRtsidioMontuy 
IRcsidio San Franci#x, 
' V a ~ c w n r  - 
'YaLima Firing Center 
'Yakima Firing Ccntcr 

MACOM HSC 
ISmimons AMC 
Fort Detrick 
\alter Reed AMC 

Nacs - ~ r y F o p * J i o a ~ & W A S I P  - Rm+kummas md b u t s  h n  HQRPLANS. J u l 9 4  (Mu 94 HQIFS, Jan 94 S I P )  
-O1rn*urccrindudeLaPodHapiry 

On Post % Living 
Perm Assets On Post 

0 0.00 % 
0 0.00 % 
42 95.45 % 
42 95.45 % 
5 13.89 % 
14 0.00 % 
974 100.00 % 
4 57.14 % 

24 1 87.00 % 
0 0.00 % 
20 100.00 % 
817 100.00 % 
285 100.00 % 

Page 2 



. . .  . 
3 - CONUS Installations - 

1 
Military Population AFH 

Installation FY 00 Reauirement 

MACOM MDW 
Cameron Station 
Fort A.P. Hill 
Fort Belvoir 
Fort Holabird 
Fort McNair 
Fort Meade 
Fort Myer 
Ft Ritchic 
Pentagon 

MACOM MTMC 
Military Oaan Tml 152 
Military Octan TmI Sunny 11 
New Orleans Army Base 5 
0-d Army Base 229 

MACOM 'IRADOC 
CvlisleBam& 
Col- Support Facility 
Dahl- 
FortBcnjaminHamison 
FwtBtnning a 

Fort Bliss 
Fort chair= 
Fort Eustis 
Fort Gordon 
Fort Ibchwa 
Fort Jadson 
FonKmx 
Fat- 
F a t k  
Fort Leonard wood 
Fort McQellaa 
Fort Mom 
Fort Rudru 
Fart Sill 
Fort Story 

MACOM USARPAC 
Fort De R q  37 3 1 
Fort G m l y  411 298 
Fort Richardson 2.580 1.676 
Fort Shafta 1,368 1.040 
Fort Wainwright 4.0 14 2.574 
Pohahrloa Training Area 32 22 
Schofield Barracks 16.452 9.719 
Tripler AMC 1.203 791 

MACOM U!SMA 
West Point Mil Reswation 6.159 1.440 

Nocclr - Military PoprLtioo &om JM 94 ASIP 
- R.qui- and a 6ua HQRPLANS. IUI 94 (Mu 94 HQIFS. Jan 94 ASI;P) 
-<kPt@u~rrLrt&LaredH- 

On Post 
Perm Assets 

% Living 
On Post 



SREEN FOUR DATA-AMC 

CLOSE HOLD 



SREEN FOUR DATA-AMC 

CLOSE HOLD 

-- 

TOBYHAN 

0. 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

TOBYHAN 
1.026046 

3801 
3900 

0 
0 
0 

I 0 

- -  - 
--- -- - 

DEPOTS 
INSTALLATION NAME 

0 
ONE NUMBER BASOPS - TOTAL 
TWO NUMBERS 

PAYROLL 
NON PAY 

INFLATE TO M 96 
TOTAL 
PAY ROLL 
NONPAY 
TOTAL FY 96 

TOTAL BASE SUPPORT .85 = TOTAL BASOPS 
TOTAL BASOPS ' .29 = BASOPS PAY 
TOTAL BASOPS-BASOPS PAY=BASOPS NONP 
TOTAL BASE SUPPORT.15 = TOTAL RPMA 
RP- K c H  = TQT,A,L P.9,4A:.96 
RPMA PAYROLL 

INSTALLATION NAME 
POPULATION CHANGE FACTOR 
FY 93 POPU~AT~ON 
FY 96 POPULATION 

RPMA NON -PAY(COBRA ENTRY) 
BASOPS PAYROLL (COBRA ENTRY) 
BASOPS NON PAYROLL (COBRA ENTRY) 
COMMO (COBRA ENTRY) 

1 

' 

' 

LE-~~ERKRED 

16320 
45890 

0 
17512.99 
49244.56 
66757.55 

56743.92 
17112.45 
39631.47 
10013.63 
9613.087 
400.5453 

LETTERKE 
0.81822 

4709 
3853 

9613.087 
14001.75 
32427.28 

' 6 

- 

ANNISTON 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

ANNISTON 
1.1137441 

3587 
3995 

0 
0 
0 
0 

- - 

RIVE 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

RED RIVE 
0.970601 

4728 
4589 

0 
0 
0 

' v n 



SREEN FOUR DATA-AMC 

COMMO (COBRA ENTRY) 0 1 0 1 0 0 i 'J / u u I 

I I I I I 

TAL FY 96 

CLOSE HOLD 



SREEN FOUR DATA-AMC 

UMATILLA 

1545 
7930 

TOOELE D 

12025 
38784 

0 
1657.94 

8509.683 
10167.62 

INFLATE TO FY 96 
TOTAL 
PAYROLL 
NONPAY 
TOTAL M 96 ,. 

SIERRA DEPO 

3490 
27559 

8642.479 
1596.934. 
7045.545 
1525.143 
1464.1 38 
61 .i)~574- 

U 

TOTAL BASE SUPPORT* .85 = TOTAL BASOPS 
TOTAL BASOPS ' .29 = BASOPS PAY 
TOTAL BASOPS-BASOPS PAY=BASOPS NONP 
TOTAL BASE SUPPORP.15 = TOTAL RPMA 
RPMA NON PAY = TOTAL RPMA'.SG 
RP MA PAY ROLL 

CLOSE HOLD 

- 

SENECA DEPO 

13774 

-- - - -  - -  
- - - 

AMMO STORAGE 
INSTALLATION NAME 

0 
ONE NUMBER BASOPS - TOTAL 
TWO NUMBERS 

PAYROLL 
NON PAY 

n 

26553.8595 
0 
0 

26553.8595 

UMATILLA 
0.9761 9 

252 
246 

0 
INSTALLATION NAME 
POPULATION CHANGE FACTOR 
FY 93 POPULATION 
FY 96 POPULATION 

n 

22570.7806 
6545.52637 
16025.2542 
3983.07893 
3823.75577 
159.3231 57 

1464.1 38' 
1558.912 

u 

RPMA NON -PAY(COBRA ENTRY) 
BASOPS PAYROLL (COBRA ENTRY) 

4500.5814 
0 
0 

4500.5814 

BLUE GRASS 
0.42624672 

1905 
812 

MSOPS NO?! PAYROLL -- [COBRA - ENTRY) 6830.71203 2822.764023 9825.521047 5131.70389 251 5.221 0549 24904.3775 27677.01 6877.794 
COMMO (COBRA ENTRY) O O 0 O i O 0, C! 

I 

- - -  
- -- - 

BLUE GRASS 

24745 

3825.49419 
1109.393315 
2716.100875 

675.08721 
848.0837216 

3823.75577 
2790.00914 

PUEBLO DEP 

16844 

HAWTHORNE 

4194 

18075.2964 
0 
0 

18075.2964 

HAWTHORNE 
1.039270687 

713 
74 1 

--- 

SAVANNA DE 

10965 

I 

15364.00194 
4455.560563 
10908.44138 
271 1.29446 
2602 842682 

648.0837216 
1152.959953 

11766.5415 
0 
0 

11766.5415 

27.0034884 1 108.451 7784 

PUEBLO DEP 
0.900726392 

41 3 
372 

10001.56028 
2900.45248 

71 01 .I07795 
1764.981225 
1694.381976 

2602.842682 
4013.240991 

14780.8794 
0 
0 

14780.8794 

70.599249 

SAVANNA DE 
0.722662441 

631 
, 456 

12563.74749 
3643.4867721 
8920.2607179 

221 7.13191 
2128.4466336 

1694.381 976 
2096.048068 

0 
3745.1 19 

29573.5629 
33318.6819 

88.6852764 

SENECA DEPO 
0.281 9672 131 

1220 
344 

0 
12904.03 
41619.11 
54523.14 

28320.87962 
3545.206909 
24775.67271 
4997.802285 
4797.8901 94 

21 28.4466336 
1027.34381 11 

46344.67 
12576.89 
33767.78 
8178.471 
7851.332 

199.9120914 

SIERRA DEPO 
1.0051 94805 

1155 
1161 

327.1388 

TOOELE D 
0.81 9628 

3709 
3040 

4797.890194 
3563.623568 

7851.332 
10308.37 



SREEN FOUR DATA-AMC 

TOTAL BASE SUPPORT .a5 = TOTAL BASOPS 
TOTAL BASOPS ' .29 = BASOPS PAY 
TOTALBASOPS-BASOPSPAY=BASOPSNONP 
TOTAL BASE SUPPORT.15 = TOTAL RPMA 
RPMA NON PAY = TOTAL RPMAe.96 
RPMA PAYROLL 

0 - 
INSTALLATION NAME 
POPULATION CHANGE FACTOR 
FY 93 POPULATION 
FY 96 POPULATION 

n 

CLOSE HOLD 

237.1551 
68.77498 
168.3801 
41.8509 

40.17686 
1.674036 

- 
RPMA NON -PAY(COBRA ENTRY) 
BASOPS PAYROLL (COBRA ENTRY) 
MSGPS ::=:: PAYROLL (Csm EKTRYj 

COMMO (COBRA ENTRY) 

HOLSTON 
0.890503 

895 
797 

40.17686 
61.24431 

4 ~n 
I ~ Y . Y ~ J  

0 

954.6952 
276.8616 
677.8336 
168.4756 
161.7366 
6.739025 

2752.823 
798.3188 
1954.505 
485.7924 
466.3607 
19.43169. 

I 

2667.995 
773.7185 
1894.276 
470.8226 
451.9897 
18.83291 

I 

161.7366 
276.0698 
--wr r r r r r r  
O I ~ . O Y ~ I  

0 

LONE STA 
0.6234 

1094 
682 

IOWA ARM 
0.99714 

1049 
1046 

74564.3 
21623.65 
52940.65 
13158.41 
12632.07 
526.3362 

LAKE CITY 
0.800832 

1923 
1540 

451.9897 
61 9.61 86 
r r - r  --- 
I ~ I O . Y Y I  

0 

McALESTE 
1.092901 

1141 
1247 

16850.78 
4886.727 
11964.06 
2973.667 
2854.721 
118.9467 

466.3607 
497.6722 
- - a -  -.-- 
1zlU.43Y 

0 

MILAN AR 
0.953277 

1541 
1469 

33934.16 
9840.906 
24093.25 
5988 381 
5748.846 
239.5352 

12632.07 
23632.5 

57858.89 
0 

425.967 
123.5304 
302.4366 
?f;.??Of;f; 
72.16383 
3.006826 

PINE BLUF 
1.100068 

1479 
1627 

RADFORD 
0.612366 

1860 
1139 

2854.721 
4658.405 
11405.06 

0 

5748.846 
10825.66 
26504.21 

0 

72.16383 
75.64579 
185.2018 

0 



SREEN FOUR DATA-AMC 

CLOSE HOLD 



SCREEN FOUR DATA-FORSCOM 

SCREEN FOUR DATA-FORSCOM IfactorsIBRAGG ICAMPBEL /CARSON IDRUM IHOOD 
I I I I I I 

Housing Cost per DU 51 89 5037 4231 81 14 5272 
Fam Hous on Post (71 1 OF) 4842 4152 1836 4272 5556 

FY 93 $ AFH 25125.14 2091 3.62 7768.1 16 34663.01 29291.23 
FY % $AFH 26961.79 22442.41 8335.965 371 96.87 31432.42 

L 

TOTAL RPMA 371 09 30662 23692.2 22256.6 31 131.4 
TOTAL BASOPS 152686.2 86461.51 71627.39 94048.79 119049.3 

BASOPS PAYROLL (40% OF TOTAL) - NOTE 0.4 61074.5 34584.6 28650.95 37619.52 47619.71 
BASOPS NON PAY (60% OF TOTAL)- NOTE 0.6 91 61 1.75 51 876.9 42976.43 56429.28 71429.57 
COMMO 8747.91 1 3843.844 3570.848 1591.407 2508.049 
RPMA NON PAY (66% OF TOTAL) - NOTE 1 0.66 24491.94 20236.92 15636.85 14689.36 20546.72 

I I I 
I 

TOTAL 1 1 2 9 . 6  1 142104.1 
I I I I I I 

BASOPS ADJUSTMENT BRAGG CAMPBEL CARSON DRUM HOOD 
POPULATION ADJUSTMENT FACTOR 1.059264 1.036561 1.068272 0.971853 1.061685 
PI 83 TOTAL POP 49237 26941 20726 13074 47824 
FY 06 TOTAL POP 52155 27926 22141 12706 50774 

RPMA NON PAY(C0BRA) 24491.94 20236.92 15636.85 14689.36 20546.72 
BASOPS PAYROLL (COBRA) 64694.04 35849.06 30607 36560.62 50557.11 
BASOPS NON PAYROLL (COBRA) 97041.06 53773.6 45910.51 54840.93 75835.67 
COMMO (COBRA) 9266.351 3984.38 3814,836 !546.6! 3 '2662.f 7 

I I 

NOTE 1 - PAY INONPAY BREAKOUT FROM e(AS0PS PRIMER 
INFLATION FACTOR FY93 TO FY96='( ,0731 I 

CLOSE HOLD 



I SCREEN FOUR DATA-FORSCOM 

CLOSE HOLD 



= - - 
THE ARMY' BASING STUDY 

COBRA DATA TABLES 

FOR 

DEVELOPING 

BRAC 95 RECOMMENDATIONS 



SCREEN FOUR DATA-FORSCOM 

]SCREEN FOUR DATA I I DlX I HUNT-LIG INDIAN GA I IRWIN I MCCOY 1 PICKETT 1 POLK 
I I 1 I I 1 

FY 94s AFH - (BRAC 93 VALUES) 
FY 98 $ AFH ($K) NOTE 1 

TOTAL RPMA 
TOTAL BASOPS 

I I I ! ! I I I I 
TOTAL i 60824.4 j 8420.342 1 18880.45 1 68243.57 1 64631.97 / 13769.03 / 108596.4 1 

I I I I I I 

1 1251 430 
11 802.75 

-M$OPS PAYROLL (40% OF TOTAL) 
'MSOPS NON PAY (60% OF TOTAL) 
COMMO 
RPMA NON PAY (66% OF TOTAL) 

1 1952.4 
52390.68 

691 72 
72.56143 

20956.27 
31 434.41 
545.1348 

BASOPS ADJUSTMENT 
POPULATION ADJUSTMENT FACTOR 
FY 93 TOTAL POP 
FY Q0 TOTAL POP 

I I I I I I I I 
NOTE 1 - AFH INFLATION RATEIFROM FY q4 TO FY 96 I= 1.049 1 I 

I I I I I I I 

2617 
6363.681 

RPMA NON -PAY(COBRA) 
BASOPS PAYROLL (COBRA) 
BASOPS NON PAYROLL (COBRA) 
..-.....A ,r,.nn.\ 

CLOSE HOLD 

851 99 
89.37375 

1 

2545.472 
381 8.208 
329.441 7 

7888.584-3398.9348180.106 

DIX 
1.1 56851 

6707 
7759 

5149.9 
15481.52 

~~UNIMU (UUPM~ 630.8398 4!3.7086 0 1039.729 1116.98 0 1601.448 

91 25.917 
24243.29 
36364.93 

3552216 
3726.275 

6192.608 
9288.91 2 

0 

12394.1 
59061.19 

I 

21 69.02 
3196.571 
4794.856 

685823 
719.4283 

23624.47 
35436.71 
1002.275 

IRWIN 
1.037369 

7252 
7523 

HUNT-LIG 
1.255787 

864 
1085 

17382.8 
52104.46 

NDlAN GA 
1.801 11 3 

719 
1295 

61 21.863 
11 153.59 
16730.38 

69604 
73.0146 

20841.78 
31 262.68 
1054.857 
11472.65 

MCCOY 
1.058892 

2581 
2733 

17745624 
18615.1 6 

4087 
' 11071.61 

8485.788 
24507.3 

36760.95 

35921.8 
83231.1 2 

4428.644 
6642.966 

0 
2697.42 

PICKET 
1.4 

430 
602 

33292.45 
49938.67 
1656.866 
23708.39 

POLK 
0.966552 

15726 
15200 

12148.29 
22069.2 
33103.8 

3778.388 
6200.102 
9300.153 

2281 5.39 
32178.89 
48268.34 



MTMC BASOPS BREAKOUTS 

CLOSE HOLD 

-- -- - 

MTMC BASOPS BREAKOUTS - - - - - - - . 

INSTALLATION NAME 

ONE NUMBER BASOPS - TOTAL 
TWO NUMBERS 

PAYROLL 
NON PAY 

INFLATE TO FY 96 
TOTAL 

PAYROLL 
NONPAY 

TOTAL FY 96 

TOTAL BASE SUPPORT' .85 = TOTAL BASOPS 
TOTAL B.ASQPS .o! = B*.SOPS P,AY 
TOTAL BASOPS-BASOPS PAY=BASOPS NONPAY 
TOTAL BASE SUPPORT'.I 5 = TOTAL RPMA 
RPMA NON PAY = TOTAL RPMA'I .O 
RPMA PAYROLL 

INSTALLATION NAME 
POPULATION CHANGE FACTOR 
FY 93 POPULATION 
FY 96 POPULATION 

RPMA NON -PAY(COBRA ENTRY) 
BASOPS PAYROLL (COBRA ENTRY) 
BASOPS NON PAYROLL (COBRA ENTRY) 
COMMO (COBRA ENTRY) 

-- 

-- .- 

FACTOR 

0.85 
0.01 

1 .oo 
0.00 

? - 

SUNNY POINT 

3444.00 

3695.76 
0.00 
0.00 

3695.76 

3141.39 
9 4  A 4  
3 1 . 9  I 

3109.98 
554.36 
554.36 

0.00 

SUNNY POINT 
6.83 

- 42.00 
1 287.00, 

554.36 
214.66 

21251.52 
0.00 

-- -- 

BAYONNE 

15537.00 

16672.75 
0.00 
0.00 

14171.84 
1.1 -- 
14 I . I L  

14030.12 
2500.91 
2500.91 

0.00 

BAYONNE 
1.17 

1940.00 
LL 3370 I J.VV nn 

OAKLAND ARMY BASE: 

12170.00 
-- 

13059.63 
0.00 
0.00 

1667275- 13059.63 

1 1 100.68 
i i i . 0 - i  

10989.68 
1958.94 
1958.94 

0.00 

OAKLAND ARMY  BAS^ 
1.15 

1940 00 
2231 .GO 

2500.91 
166.48 

16481.78 
0.00 

1958.94 
127.66 

12638.13 
0.00 



SCREEN FOUR DATA-MDW 

SCREEN FOUR DATA-MDW 

Housing Cost per DU 
Fam Hous on Post (71 10F) 

FY 93 $ AFH 
FY 96 SAFH 

TOTAL FY 93$ - NOTE 1 

P/ 96 $ (* 1.0731) 

FACTORS 

1.0731 

RPMA NON -PAY(COBRA) 
BASOPS PAYROLL (COBRA) 
BASOPS NON PAYROLL (COBRA) 
COMMO (COBRA) 

1 1 I1 0194 1 CLOSE HOLD 

71190 

76393.99 

- 

FT MEADE 
4301 
4272 

16042.74 
23050.26 
44744.62 

0 

83440 

89539.46 
I 

TOTAL RPMA -NOTE 2 
TOTAL BASOPS - NOTE 2 

BASOPS PAYROLL (34% SF TOTAij-i.iGiE 
BASOPS NON PAY (66% OF TOTAL)-NOTE 
COMMO 
RPMA NON PAY (100% OF TOTAL) - NOTE 3 

I I I 

NOTE 1 - BRAC 95 IA DATA CALL - MyerlMcNair breakout pelt "DA AITR 
NOTE 2 - BASEOPS HANDBOOK AVtRAGE OF FY 92-950MA BREAK0 
?!WE 3 - ACSIM "o"nEA#OUi F'r' 52 ~CTUALS FQK PAY VS NON PAY 
INFLATION FACTOR FY93 TO FY 96 1.0731 Fy 95 BUDGEfT 

FT BELVOI 
6732 
4171 

16042.74 
60351.25 

205i 9.43 
39831.83 

16042.74 

0.21 
0.79 

0.34 
0.66 

18803.29 
31237.32 
60637.14 

0 

18373.87 21860.47 71 530.7 -- 

33044 

35459.52 

BUTES" 
JT 

FT RlCHlE 
8919 
2451 

30591.72 

-- 
18803.29 
70736.18 

24050.3 
46685.88 

18803.29 

7446.498 
9287.465 
18028.61 

0 

11- 

19717 301 31.76 23458.47 76759.6 32827.98 

22257 

23883.99 

FT MYER 
19576 
3654 

7446.498 
2801 3.02 

9524.426 
18488.59 

7446.498 

501 5.637 
6435.476 
12492.39 

0 

10923 

1 1721.47 

FT MCNAI 
20047 

1526 

5015.637 
18868.35 

641 5.239 
12453.1 1 

501 5.637 

9052 

971 3.701 

2461 509 
4583.458 
8897.301 

0 

FT AP HILL 

2039.877 
2368.695 
4598.055 

0 

2461 309 
9259.962 

31 48.387 
61 1 1.575 

2461 309 

-- 
2039.877 
7673.824 

2609.1 
5064.724 

2039.877 



I INSTALLATION NAME 
I , 

CLOSE HOLD 

INSTALLATION NAME 

ONE NUMBER BASOPS - TOTAL 
TWO NUMBERS 

PAYROLL 
NON PAY 

INFLATE TO FY 96 
TOTAL 

PAYROLL 
NONPAY 

TOTAL FY 96 

TOTAL BASE SUPPORT* .85 = TOTAL BASOPS 
TOTAL BASOPS ' .54 = BASOPS PAY 
TOTAL BASOPS-BASO?C ?,A.Y=BASCPS PiONFiii 
TOTAL BASE SUPPORT'.15 = TOTAL RPMA 
RPMA NON PAY = TOTAL RPMA'l.O 
RPMA PAYROLL 

INSTALLATION NAME 
POPULATION CHANGE FACTOR 
FY 93 POPULATION 
FY 96 POPULATION 

RPMA NON -PAY(COBRA ENTRY) 
BASOPS PAYROLL (COBRA ENTRY) 
BASOPS NON PAYROLL (COBRA ENTRY) 
COMMO (COBRA ENTRY) 

ARMY FAMILY HOUSING 
INFLATION FACTOR = 1.0731 (FY 93 TO 

1.0731 

0.85 
0.54 

0.15 
1 
0 

FY 94 
572913 

FY 96) 

FORT 

371 00 

39812.01 
0 
0 

39812.01 

33840.21 
18273.71 
I 5566.5 

5971.802 
5971.802 

0 

0.97074 1 
4033 
391 5 

5971.802 
1 7739.05 
15111.04 

0 
FY 96 

595.8295 

DETRlCK 



CLOSE HOLD 



I SCREEN POOR DATA -TRADOC 

CLOSE HOLD 



Document Separator 



a g e  go. * 25 
' 1 /10,'92 

The Army Force Cost System (TAFCS) Database Application 
Version 91.1 

S:RC Equipment Cubic Weight (expressed in Measurement Tons) 
-.--------------_------------------------------------------- 

No. of Tracked Wheeled 
5RC Number k Title Aircraft Aircraft Vechile Vechile 
___--_----------------------.-------- ---_---.- -------- ------- ------- 

'1500H4AA S I G  PLATOON HEADQUARTERS 0 0 0 28 

'1500H4A.B SIG DETACHMENT HQ 0 0 0 3 1 

'1500H4AC SIG COMPANY HEADQUARTERS 0 0 0 47 

71570LB00 SIG DET (REP0 SERVICES) 0 0 0 200 

11570LD00 SIG DET (REP0 SERVICES) 0 0 0 200 

11603L100 S I G  TACSATCOM COMPANY 0 0 0 2044 

11603L200 S I G  TACSATCOM COMPANY 0 0 0 1906 
\ 

11628L000 TAACOM SIGNAL COMPANY 

1 LOO0 S I G  TELECOM BN AKEA 

11635L200 SIG TELECOM BN AREA 

11637L000 ,AREA SIGNAL COMPANY 

11667L000 SIGNAL CO, TROPO, LIGHT 

11668L000 SIGNAL CO, TROPO, HEAVY 

11669L000 SIG CMD OPS CO (THEATER) 

11675L000 SIG OPS BN (TAADCOM) 

11678L000 SIGOPS CO (RDF ALDA BDE) 

11705L000 SO COMM BN 

12017H610 AG CO, SPT CMD, AMBL/AIM D 

12032H200 US MILITARY ACADEMY BAND 

12034H100 USA BAND (PERSHING'S OWN) 

12066H210 HHD, P&A BN, THEATER ARMY 

1 1220 HHD, P&A BN COSlCOM 

12107H500 ARMY BAND 



Page No. 
1 1  11 0192 

a 26 

The Army Force Cost System (TAFC!;) Database Application 
Version 91 .1 

!;RC Equipment Cubic Weight (expressed in Measurement Tons) 
------------------.----------------.------------------------- 

SRC Number b Title 
No. of Tracked Wheeled 

Aircraft Aircraft Vechile Vechile Other 

12113L000 DIVISION AND ARMY BAND 10 0 0 60 37 

123005400 MACOM BAND 0 0 0 232 48 

1 2 4 0 2 54 1 0 HlHC PERSONNEL COMMAND 0 0 0 529 110 

124025420 HIHC PERSONNEL COMMAND 0 0 0 359 76 

12402L000 P:ERSONNEL GROUP 0 0 0 189 0 

12407L000 REPLACEMENT COMPAIUY 0 0 0 232 0 

1241 3L100 DIR SPT POSTAL COMPANY 

12413L200 DIR SPT POSTAL COWANY 
-. 
k~400 DIR SPT POSTAL COMPANY 
) 

0 0 0 166 19 

12423~100 GEN SPT POSTAL COMPANY 0 0 0 441 0 

12423L200 GEN SPT POSTAL COMPANY 0 0 0 491 0 

12423L300 GEN SPT POSTAL COMPANY 0 0 0 541 0 

124505300 DATA PROCESSING UNIT 0 0 0 247 13 

12467L100 PER SVC COMPANY TYPE A 0 0 0 244 18 

12467L200 PER SVC COMPANY TYPE B 0 0 0 263 24 

12467L300 PER SVC COMPANY TYPE C 0 0 0 263 28 

12467L400 PER SVC COMPANY TYPE D 0 0 0 263 32 

12467L500 PER SVC COMPANY TYPE E 0 0 0 244 39 

12467L600 PER SVC COMPANY TYPE F 0 0 0 295 44 

12560H2AA DETACHMENT HQ (200) 0 0 0 18 4 

12560H2AB DETACHMENT HQ (400) 0 0 0 18 5 

5 HZAD RXPLACEMENT REGULATING ORG 0 0 0 18 
. - 

3 

12606L000 Em, REPLACEMENT BATTALION 0 0 0 168 0 



?age so. ' 27 
1 1 / 1 ~  '92 

The Army Force Cost System (TAFCS) Database Application 
Version 91.1 

SRC Equipment Cubic Weight (expressed in Measurement Tons) 
.......................................................... 

No. of Tracked Wheeled 
3RC S - d e r  & Title Aircraft Aircraft Vechile Vechile .................................... -------- -------- ------- ------- 

12772L000 USA FIELD BAND 0 0 0 0 

12732L000 MACOM BAND 

14402L000 CORPS FINANCE GROUIP 

1 4403L000 F1:NANCE SUPPORT UNIT 0 0 0 123 

14403L100 FSlU (TYPE A) 0 0 0 110 

14403L200 FSlU (TYPE B) 0 0 0 110 

14403L300 FSO (TYPE C) 0 0 0 129 

14-403L400 FSI'J (TYPE D) 0 0 0 129 

1 'L500 FSU (TYPE E) 0 0 0 151 

1 441 Z O O 0  FINANCE GROUP 0 0 0 170 

14602L000 THEATER FINANCE CENTER 0 0 0 257 

14612L000 THEATER FINANCE COMMAND 0 0 0 236 

17055H040 A R E 0  CAV SQDN ACR (CARCAV) 0 0 9207 3555 

17185L000 RECON SQDN, INF DIV (LT) 2 1 909 0 1436 

17187L000 CA\7 TRP (LID) 0 0 0 21 3 

172075410 CAV TRP, CAV SQDN 0 0 1073 1 1  1 

172355410 TAElK BATTALION, EQ/w, M60 0 0 6609 2782 

172355420 TANK BATTALION EQ WI/MI 0 0 5772 331 2 

172355430 TMIK BATTALION   MIA.^) 0 0 5796 351 1 

17275L000 LIGHT ARMOR BATTALION 0 0 2406 31 79 

17307H700 AR CAV TP, AR CV SQ, AM DV 0 0 1985 125 

1 LOO0 TANK BATTALION (HVY DIV) 0 0 6609 2782 

17385L100 DIV' CAV SQDN ( ~ 6 0 / ~ 1 1 3 )  2 1 909 2507 4237 

Other ----- 





?age 210. 29 
I/: 2/92 

The Army Force Cost System (TAFCS) Database Application 
Version 91 ,.I 

SRC Equipment Cubic Weight (expressed in Measurement Tons) 
-----------------------------------.------------------------ 

SRC Xumber 81 Title 
No. of Tracked Wheeled 

Aircraft Aircraft Vechile Vechile Other 

19172L000 HHC UP BRIGADE 0 0 0 427 2 1 

19176L000 HHD MP BATTALION 0 0 0 609 22 

19137L000 MP. CO COMBAT SUPPORT 01 0 0 637 28 

19183L000 CID DETACHMENT (CASE/TASE) 0 0 0 209 3 

191 86L000 CID DETACHMENT (CS:E/TSE) 0 0 0 161 10 

19187L000 CID DETACHMENT (PASE) 0 0 0 209 1 

19197J300 MP HEAVY SECURITY COMPANY 0 0 0 1553 27 
- 
19197L000 MP HEAVY SECURITY COMPANY 0 _ _  0 0 929 15 

I( -5400 MP CO-HVY DIV 

19223L000 MP CO MOTORIZED DI\I 

1 92378400 MP PW PROCESSING COMPANY 

19247H400 MP GUARD CO 

19256H500 HHC, MP CAMP (PW) 

19262H420 HHC, MP BRIGADE (CORPS) 

19272H420 HHC:, MP GROUP (MP BRIGADE) 

19282H500 HHC, MP PW BDE 

19283L100 MP DET (CID)(DSE)(HEAVY) 

19283L200 MP DET (CID)(DSE)(LIGHT) 

19313L000 MP COMPANY AIRBORNE DIV 

19376H600 HHC!, MP BN (CNF FAC) 

19323L000 MP COMPANY LIGHT INF DIV 

1 LOO0 MP CO-HVY DIV 

19343L000 MP COMPANY AIR ASSAULT DIV 
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SRC Number 8 Title 
No. of Tracked Wheeled 

Aircraft Aircraft Vechile Vechile Other 

19477L000 MI? CO COMBAT SUPPORT 8 0 0 654 44 

19500H2AA COMD AND CON TM - PLATOON 10 0 0 18 2 

1 9500H2AC COMD AND CON TM - DET O O 0 37 O 

1 9 5 0OH2AD COMD AND CON TM - COMPANY 0 0 0 103 0 

19SOOH2AE 03MD AND CON TM - BN 0 0 0 125 9 

19530H2HA CTF ADMIN OVERHEAID 0 0 0 56 0 

19543LH00 EPW/CI CMD/CONTROL DET. 0 0 0 132 0 
- 

195SOH2KE P'W CAMP ADVISORY TEAM . 0 0 0 36 1 

1 lH2KG PW PROCESSING ADV'ISORY TM 0 0 0 18 1 

19620H8GB CID DET (FIELD OFFICE) 0 0 0 74 1 

19620H8GC CID DET (DISTRICT) 0 0 0 128 2 

19641L000 HHC, MP EPW COMMAND 0 0 0 221 18 

19643L000 MP DET, PWIC 0 0 0 106 1 

19646L100 MIP EPW/CI BATTALION 

19646L200 MP EPW/CI BATTALION 

19646L400 PIP EPW/CI BATTALION 0 0 0 690 58 

19647L000 MP ESCORT GUARD COMPANY 0 0 0 31 6 10 

19667L000 MP GUARD CO 0 0 0 382 0 

20017H300 MILITARY HISTORY DET 0 0 0 19 0 

20500H3AC ILNF ORG, HHD, SCOUT BN 0 0 54 198 35 

27600H6IA LEGAL SERVICE TEAM IA 0 0 0 0 1 

H6JA I?ROCUREMENT LAW 'I'EAM JA 0 0 0 0 1 

27600J2AA MILITARY LAW CEN'l.ZR TEAM A 0 0 0 0 3 
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17600Zf GA IBPTERNATIONAL LAW TEAM GA 0 0 0 0 I 
:76002ZfIA CCIURT-MARTIAL TEAPI HA O 0 0 0 I 
27600J2HB CCIURT-MARTIAL TEAPI HB 0 0 0 0 

27600JZIA LEGAL SERVICE TEAM IA 0 0 0 0 

27600-A PElOCUREMENT LAW TEAM JA 13 0 0 0 

27600J2KA MILLITARY JUDGE TM 0 0 0 0 
O I 

290028700 HIIC, SPT COMD, AIPI DIV 0 0 0 609 I 
2Q003H.500 DlCV MMC, AIM DIV '0 . 0 0 597 

98 I 
2 -a000 MI4INT BN, INF DIV 10 0 2 4 1 16423 1151 I 
29102E200 H(2 AND HQ CO SUPPORT GROUP 0 0 0 500 

291 14E400 FIELD SVC CO, GS, FWD 0 0 0 1049 

291 19H510 FU3P PARTS SUP CO, GS CORPS 0 0 0 3116 1 
291 198520 =P PARTS SUP CO, GS, COMZ 0 0 0 2848 I 
29135ED00 S:PT BN SEP INF BDlE 0 0 83 8701 

401 I 
29135E320 S:P BN SEP INF BDE 0 0 83 8689 401 1 

291392300 S'VC CO, COL & CLASS 0 0 167 21 59 
l o o  I 

291 46E500 HHD, SUPPLY AND SERVICE BN 0 0 0 265 
O 1 

291 47E500 SUPPLY AND SERVICE CO, DS 0 0 0 2755 1 
291 472520 SUPPLY AND SERVICE CO, DS 0 0 0 3723 

239 I 
a900 MAINT CO NON-DIVISIONAL DS 0 0 0 41 97 285 

292095901 AUG-ARTY BN MAINT SPT TM O 0 O 454 64 
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;RC Sumber & Title 
No. of Tracked Wheeled 

Aircraft Aircraft Vechile Vechile Other 

32093H500 ASA AVIATION CO (=All) 

33500HOAB COMD AND CON TM, PSYOP BN 

33700L000 PS'IOP GROUP 

33702L000 HHC, PSYOP GROUP 

33703L000 PS'YOP STRAT DISSEM CO 

33704L000 RESEARCH & ANALYSIS CO 

33705L000 PS'YOP BATTALION 
- 

33706L000 M C  PSYOP BATTALION 

3 'LO00 PSYOP OPNL SPT COMPANY 

33708L000 PSYOP TACTICAL COMPANY 

340025400 HHC MIL INTEL BDE (EAC) 

340145400 EAC INTELLIGENCE CENTER 

34015J500 MI BN, SIGINT (EAC) 

34025J400 MI BN INTG & EXPL (EAC) 

340265400 HH,C MI BN INTG&EXPL (EAC) 

340275400 MI CO INTG & EXPL (PW SPT) 

340285400 MI' CO TECH INTEL 

340295400 MI CO INTG & EXPL (GS-EAC) 

34055J500 MI BN, COUNTERINTELLIGENCE 

340575500 MI[ COMPANY (CI) 

34065J500 MI BN, COLL & EXPL (EAC) 

J500 MI CO INTG & EXPL (EAC) 

341 055120 MI BN CEWI (CORPS) 
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SRC Number 8 Title 
No. of Tracked Wheeled 

Aircraft Aircraft Vechile Vechile 

34114L000 MI CO, ACR 0 0 378 1071 

34137H800 MI CO, CEWI, SF GP 0 0 0 395 

34144L000 MI CO (CEWI) HVY SEP BDE 0 0 471 847 

341455000 CEWI AERIAL EXPL I3N 2 16 14468 0 521 9 

341455510 MIB, CEMI (LT CORPS) GRV 22 11888 0 5379 

34195L000 MI BN CEWI MTZ 10 0 0 4585 

34200L000 MT BRIGADE, CORPS 22 13853 432 1341 1 
- 

34202L000 H(2-HQ DET, MI BDE CORPS . 10 0 0 399 

3 :LOOO oas BN MI BDE CORPS o o o 391 5 

34225L000 Ti4C EXPLOIT BN, MI BDE (C) 

34227L000 CI-INTG CO, TEB, CORPS 

34229L000 ElN CO, TEB, CORPS 

34235L100 M:I: BN (TE), AIRBORNE CORPS 

34235L200 MI BN (TE), CORPS 

342455510 MTB, CEWI (HVY CORPS) GRV 

342455520 MIB, CEWI (HVY CORPS) IGRV 

34265L000 MT BN (CEWI) ABN DIVISION 

34275L000 MI BN CEWI AIR ASSAULT DIV 

34285L000 MI BN, HVY DIV 

342875400 C&J CO MI BN CEWI, DIV 

34287L000 CBLL&JAM CO MI BN (HVY) 

2 5400 SVC SPT CO MI BN CEWI DIV 

34295L000 MI BN (CEWI) LIGHT DIV 

Other 
----- 
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SRC Number L Title 
No. of Tracked Wheeled 

Aircraft Aircraft Vechile Vechile 

34300L000 MI BRIGADE CEWI A13N CORPS 22 11888 0 1731 1 

34302L000 HQ&HQ DET MI BDE ABN CORPS 0 0 0 362 

34305L000 OPS BN MI BDE ABN 0 0 0 3739 

34325L000 TACT EXPL BN(AC)MI BDE ABN 0 0 0 3334 

343455510 MIB, CEWI(ABN CORPS) GRV 22 1 1  888 0 5502 

3441 5L100 MIB CEWI (CORPS) (GRV 22 1 1  888 0 3865 

34417L100 AVIATION CO AS MIB 16 10301 0 1887 

34502LA00 MI TM, EACIC SPT ELEMENT - 

3 - 'LBO0 M:I TEAM, HHC, MI BDE 

34502LC00 C:OMMUNICATIONS ELEMENT 

34505LA00 MI1 BATTALION (LINGUIST) RC 

34506LB00 MI CO (LINGUIST) TEAM 

34526LB00 MI TM, TAREX 

34557LC00 <!/I INVEST ELEM HQS 

34557LD00 CI INVESTIGATION TEAM 

34588LA00 GSR PLT, I&S COMPANY 

34600L100 141 BDE (EAC) 

34600L200 Id1 BDE (EAC) 

Other ----- 

34600L300 I Y I  BDE (EAC) 0 0 0 12215 
2124 1 

34600L400 MI BDE (EAC) 0 0 0 4007 
828 I 

34600L500 IMI BDE (EAC) 22 1 1  888 380 10572 
1989 I - - LOO0 HHC MIL INTEL BDE (EAC) 0 0 0 620 
lo8 I 

34613L000 MI CO SIG INTEL (SEP-EAC) 0 0 0 241 2 707 1 
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No. of Tracked Wheeled 
SRC Number & Title Aircraft: Aircraft Vechile Vechile 
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3461 4L000 EAC INTELLIGENCE ClENTER 

34615L000 MI BN, SIGINT (EAC!) 

34624L000 MI: CO TECH INTEL 

34625L000 MI BN, INTG/EXPL(EAC) 

34628L000 MI CO, INTG/EXPL(GS) 

34645L000 M P  BN, IMAGERY ANALYSIS 

34647L000 MI DET, TAC RECON SPT 

34648L000 STRAT IMAGERY ANAIJYSIS DET 

)LOOO MI BN COUNTERINTELLIGENCE 
7 *  / 
34656L000 Hl3C, MI BN (CI) (EAC) 

34657L000 MI COMPANY (CI) 

34724L000 M'I CO, SIB 

37000L000 IINFANTRY DIVISION (NG) 

39401H610 H:HD, USA ARTY WHD SPT GP 

4 1 0 1 2H2 0 0 H:HC, THEATRE CA COMMAND 

41 201 H200 HHC, CIVIL AFFAIRS BRIGADE 

41 500H2A.B HQ, CA COMPANY, C.A ORG 

41500H2AC HHD, CA BATTALION, CA ORG 

41500H2AD HHD, CA GROUP, CA ORG 

41700L000 CIVIL AFFAIRS BRIGADE 

41702L000 HHC, CIVIL AFFAIRS BRIGADE 

. ,LO00 CA BN (GENERAL PURPOSE) 
, 

42025L000 S&T BN INF DIV (LIGHT) 

Other ----- 
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:3C Number & Title 
No. of Tracked Wheeled 

Aircraft Aircraft Vechile Vechile 

42026L000 H(2 & SUP CO S&T BW ID (LT) 0 0 0 1306 

42027L000 FWD SUP CO S&T BN ID (LT) 13 0 0 654 

42055L000 S&T BN ABN DIV 10 0 0 801 4 

42065L000 S8T BN AIR ASSAULT 0 0 0 7483 

42414L000 Q1Y FLD SVC CO DS/AOE 0 0 0 839 

4241 8LOOO QI!JI SUPPLY CO, GS 0 0 0 1127 

42419L000 QM REP PARTS SUPPLY CO 0 0 0 3949 

Other ----- 

42427L100 QIM HVY MS CO-GS CORPS/AOE 

4 :LOO0 HHD, SUPPLY AND SERVICE BN 

42447L000 QM SUPPLY CO 

42507LB00 AUG - CEB PLT 
42510LY00 QM SUP SPT DET, LID " 

4251 8LA00 QM BAKERY TEAM/AOE 

2251 8LB00 PERISH SUBST PLATOON 

12547LA00 Q!M CEB TEAM 

43048L000 MAIN SPT CO [LT INF DIV] 

43055L000 PlAINT BN ABN 

43065L000 EZAINT BN AASSLT 

13145L000 RIIAINT BN (LID) 

431 47L000 PWD SUPT MAINT CO LID 

432075300 14AINT CO DS PATRIOT ADSCOM 

L- LOO0 14AINT CO NON-DIVItSIONAL DS " 
'-d 

432375500 lJlAINT CO LE INT IZEAR/TA 
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SRC Number L Title 
No. of Tracked Wheeled 

Aircrafct Aircraft Vechile Vechile 

432375502 AtJTOM TEST EQUIP TEAM 

432375504 SIGINT~EW EQUIP REP 'I'M 

432375505 COMSEC EQUIP REPAIR TEAM 

432385500 MAINT CO HVY EQ INTMED RR 

43238J503 AUGMENTATION 

43436L000 HHD ORD(MNT)BN DS/GS 

44115L100 ADA BN, INF DIV (LIGHT) 

44125L100 ADA w- AW(SP)/MANPADS 
- . 

4' )~200 ADA BN (STINGER) 
I 

44135L000 ADA BN, SHORAD (ABN DIV) 0 0 0 3652 

44145L000 P9A BN (AIR ASSAULT DIV) 0 0 0 4836 

44165L000 P9A BN, HEAVY DIV' 0 0 1322 5603 

44175L100 IDA BN HEAVY DIVISION 0 0 1322 5374 

44325H000 1U)A BN, AIM DIVISION 0 0 2265 581 2 

44412L000 HHB ADA BRIGADE INY CORPS 0 0 0 755 

44413L200 ADA BTRY G/M (SEI? INF BDE) 

44425L000 ADA BN GUN/MANPADS CORPS 

44445L100 ADA BN, CHAP/CORIPS 

44445L200 ADA BN, CHAP/CORPS (NG) 

44447L000 ADA BTRY, CHAPARRAL (SP) 

44495L000 ADA BN HAWK(C0RPS) 

4 H6IA RCAT HQ SEC - IA 
44600L000 ADCOM (TA) 

Other ----- 
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44601L000 HHB, ADCOM (TA) 

44602L000 HHB, ADA BRIGADE 

44603L000 HHB ADA BDE ARMY (AOE) 

44635L100 ADA BN PATRIOT 

44635L200 ADA BN PATRIOT 

44637L000 ADA BTRY,PATRIOT 

44685L000 ZDA BN HAWK(THEATER) 
- 

44725H100 ADA BN, CHAP SP/\WL T 

f-'-.f~ooo MOBILE PUBLIC AFP DET 
4 5 5 0 0 ~ 6 ~ ~  PRESS CAMP HEADQIJARTERS 

45500H6FA PUBLIC AFFAIRS 

45500H6FB PUBLIC AFFAIRS 

45500LA00 PUBLIC AFFAIRS TEAM 

45520H4A.A STATION MGT AND .ADMIN TM 

47000L000 INFANTRY DIVISION (MTZ) 

47004L000 HHC, INF DIV (MT'Z) 

47042L000 HHC,BDE,INF' DIV (MTZ) 

51603L000 REAR TAC OPNS CTR (TAACOM) 

52002H410 HHC, CORPS 

52002H420 HHC, AIRBORNE CORPS 

521 03L000 DIVISION RAOC 

I L100 HHC CORPS 

52473L000 CORPS REAR AREA OPS CTR 
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52603LOOO TjUCOM RAOC 0 0 0 126 0 

5261 3L000 Ti4ACOM ASG/CORPS RAOC 0 0 0 505 24 

54022H800 HlHC & SP TRP, COSCOM 0 0 0 348 45 

54023H510 COSCOM MMC-FWD DEPLOYED CO 0 0 0 1081 264 

54412H600 HQ-HQ CO & SP TRPS, TAACOM 0 0 0 401 5 1 

5441 38600 MAT MGT CEN-TAACOM 0 0 0 1122 255 

54422H400 HHC, AREA SPT GP 

55002H000 HHC, TRANS COMMAND 

5 ~ H O O O  TRANS MOVEMENT CON AGENCY 

55006H000 TRANS MOV CON CTR, COSCOM 

55012H600 HHD, TRANS MOTOR TRANS GP 

55016H400 HHD, TRANS MOTOR TRANS BN 

55017H520 'I'RANS LT TRK CO, 5 TON 

5501 8H620 TRANS MDM TRK CO, PETRL 

5501 8H650 'I'RANS MDM TRK CO, PETRL 

5501 9H210 llRANSPORTATION CAR COMPANY 

5 5 0 28H5 1 0 TRANS HEAVY TRUCK COMPANY 

55028H520 TRANS HEAVY TRUCK COMPANY 

55052H100 HHC, TRANS COMPOSITE GROUP 

55062H200 HHC, TRANS BDE, C!OSCOM 

55067H720 TRANS LIGHT-MDM TRUCK CO 

L - H600 NHC, TRANS TERMINAL GROUP 

55 1 1 6H200 IIHC, TRANS TERMINAL BN 
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55117H500 TRANS TERM SVC CO, BK BULK 0 0 68 1174 21 0 

5 5 1 1 854 1 0 TRANS CARGO TRANSFER CO 0 0 0 4325 1327 

55118J420 TRANS CARGO TRANSFER CO 0 0 0 1510 51 4 

551375400 MDM LIGHTER CO (ACV) 0 0 0 976 4013 

551 39H510 TRANS MEDIUM AMPHIIBIAN CO 0 0 0 531 5 26 

551 57H600 TRANS FLTG CRAFT GS MNT CO 0 0 82330 820 961 

55158H700 TRANS LIGHTERAGE MAINT CO 0 0 34 1630 145 

55226H800 HHC, TRANS RAILWAY BN' 0 0 0 398 7 

5- 'H800 TRRNS RAILWAY ENGR CO 0 0 175 1240 261 

55228H800 TRRNS RY EQUIP MAIIW CO 0 0 0 320 80 

55229H800 TFLWS TRAIN OPERATING CO 0 0 0 89 20 

55259H000 HEAW HEL CO (CH-54) 

55459H500 TRiWS ACFT MAINT CO 

5 5 5 0 0H2AC COIYPANY HEADQUARTERS 

5 5 5 0 0H2AD BA'L'TALION HEADQUARTERS 

5 5 5 0 0LB0 0 PLATOON HEADQUARTERS, SEP 0 0 0 18 1 

55500LD00 BA!M'ALION HEADQUARTERS 0 0 0 150 0 

5553 OH6FN LIGHTER AMPHIBIAN LARC LX 0 0 O 3308 9 

55530LJ00 LOGISTICS SUPPORT VESSEL 0 0 0 0 33617 

55540H5GE TRilILER TRANSFER PCIINT OP 0 0 0 344 28 

55540LB00 LIGHT TRUCK SQUAD 0 0 0 41 0 0 

5 LEO0 TFUIILER TRANSFER PCIINT OP 0 0 0 323 28 

5 5 5 6 0 J2 JB CAIZGO DOCUMENTATIObl 0 0 0 19 0 
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55560J2JC FREIGHT CONSOL AND DISTR 

55560J2JD TRANS CONTRACT SUPERVISION 

555 60 52 51 AUITOMATED CARGO DOC 

555605255 HE:AVY CRANE PLATOON 

55560LA00 CPLRGO DOCUMENTATION 

55560LC00 TRANS CONTRAC SUPERVISION 

55560LD00 AlWOMATED CARGO D(X 
- 

55580H7LA MClVEMENT CONTROL 

')H~LB MOVEMENT CONTROL 

55580H7LC MOVEMENT CONTROL 

55580H7LD MOVEMENT CONTROL (REGION) 

55580H7LF MOVEMENT CON (AIR TERM) 

55580H7LG MOVEMENT CON (AIR TEAM) 

55580H7LH MOVEMENT CONTROL 

55580LA00 MOVEMENT CONTROL 

55580LB00 MOVEMENT CONTROL 

55580LC00 MOVEMENT CONTROL 

55580LD00 MOVEMENT CONTROL (REGION) 

55580LF00 MOVEMENT CON (AIR TERM) 

55580LH00 MOVEMENT CONTROL 

55603L000 TRANS MOVEMENT CON AGENCY 

5 LOO0 TRANS MOV CON CTR, COSCOM 

55716L000 HHD, TRANS MOTOR TRANS BN 

Other ----- 
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55777L100 TIZANS COMMAND TWISPORT CO I1 0 0 1490 

5573 8L200 TIWNS LT TRK CO, Ei TON 0 0 0 2877 

557 1 9L200 TIWNS LIGHT-MDM TFLUCK CO 13 0 O 3978 

55722L000 HIID, TRANS MOTOR TRANS GP 0 0 0 195 

55727L100 T MDM TRK CO 40 FT CNR/CGO 8 0 0 10578 

55727L200 T MDM TRK CO 5000 GAL TANK ID 0 0 621 2 

55728L100 T MDM TRK CO 20 FX CNR/CGO 10 0 0 9533 
- 

55728L200 T MDM TRK CO 5000 GAL TANK 10 0 0 5704 

3 'LO00 T I W S  HEAVY TRUCK COMPANY 10 0 0 4330 

55818L000 T I W S  TERM SVC CO, BK BULK 0 0 68 141 7 

55827L000 T TML SVC CO (CNTNR/BB) 0 0 68 4478 

55828L000 T I W S  MED WATERCRAFT CO 0 0 10377 41 6 

55829L000 T I W S  HEAVY WATERCRAFT CO 0 0 689924 528 

57000L000 AIRBORNE DIVISION AOE 

57004L000 HHC AIRBORNE DIVISION 

57042L000 HHC AIRBORNE BRIGADE 0 0 0 501 

63000L100 SIPT CD,6 M60,4 M1'13,2 AHB 2 154 1427 53563 

63000L200 SPT CD,5 M60,5 MldI3,2 AHB 2 154 1427 53546 

63000L300 SPT CD,6 M1,4 BFVS,2 AHB 2 154 1427 53432 

63000L400 SPT CD,5 MI ,5 BFVS,2 AHB 2 154 1427 5341 8 

63000L500 SPT CD,6 M60,4 MI1 3,1 AHB 2 154 1427 53557 

t L600 SPT CD,5 M60,5 M113,l AHB 2 154 1427 53543 

63000L700 SPT CD,6 M1,4 BFV!3,1 AHB 2 154 1427 53429 

Other 
----- 
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63000L800 SPT CD,5 M1,5 BFVSll AHB :2 154 1427 53412 2731 

630025400 HHC/MMC, SPT CMD, HVY DIV 0 0 0 201 0 76 

63002L000 HMC/MMC, SPT CMD, HVY DIV 10 0 0 1803 88 

630055410 FWD SPT BN (2x1) fiVY DIV 0 0 293 8330 562 

630055420 FlrJD SPT BN (2x2) I N Y  DIV 0 0 31 7 871 4 602 

630055430 F t i  SPT BN (1x2) IWY DIV 0 0 293 8396 570 

63005L100 F 7 i  SPT BN (2x1 ) HVY DIV 0 0 432 7242 476 

63005L200 FWD SPT BN (2x2) HVY DIV 0 0 456 7505 500 

6 'L300 FWD SPT BN (1x2) lHVY DIV 0 0 432 7226 469 

63011L000 DIV SPT CMD, ID ( W Z )  0 0 0 32265 2181 

63012L000 HHC/MMC SUPCOM ID ( M T Z )  0 0 0 1604 85 

63015L100 FWD SPT BN,DISCOM(l SPT TM 0 0 0 4800 363 

63015L200 FWD SPT BN,DISCOM(2 SPT TM 0 0 0 4875 395 

63021L000 SPT CMD INF DIV (LT) 

63021L100 SPT CMD, INF DIV (LT) 

63021L200 SPT CMD INF DIV (LT) 

63022L000 H:HC/MMC,SPT CMD,INF DIV LT 0 0 0 1201 74 

63031L000 SUPPORT COMMAND, INF DIV 2 154 539 46010 2551 

63035L100 E'SB (HVY), DISCOMI, INF DIV 0 0 432 7242 476 

63035L200 E'SB(3 INF),DISCOMl, INF DIV 0 0 0 5866 358 

C L300 E'SB(4 INF),DISCOM, INF DIV 0 0 0 61 91 372 

63041L000 h;PT COMD, AASLT DIV '1 6 1366 0 24658 3461 
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53042L000 HH[C/MMC,SPTCMD,AASLT DIV 0 0 0 1405 191 

53051L000 SPT COMD, ABN DIV ;! 154 0 22030 8427 

53052L000 HE[C/MMC, SPT CMD, ABN DIV 0 0 0 121 5 107 

53065L000 SPT SQDN, ACR 

53075L000 SClPPORT BN, PERSHING 

630853420 SPT BN, HVY BDE, (SEP) (1x2) 0 0 31 7 12856 668 

63085L100 SYT BN, HVY SEP BDE (2x1 ) 0 0 490 13904 593 
- 

63085L200 SPT BN, HVY SEP BDE (1x2) - . Q 0 490 13890 585 

6 ,LO00 SI?TCOMD, (HVY/LT)I 
i 

63095~100 FOJD SPT BN, (2 TK]I H/L 

63095L200 FWD SPT BN, (2 MECZH) H/L 0 0 362 661 1 376 

63095L300 RVD SPT BN, (2 INI?) H/L 0 0 0 401 3 339 

631 25L000 W I N  SPT BN, DISCOM, ID(MTZ 0 0 0 14387 866 

631 355400 Mi4IN SUPPORT BN, IiVY DIV O O O 20809 385 

631 35L000 MAIN SUPPORT BN, IWY DIV 0 0 107 2661 6 722 

63195L000 MRIN SPT BN, DISCOM, H/L 0 0 190 28671 1105 

6331 23300 HHC/MMC, ADSCOM 0 0 0 1450 99 

63335L000 MAIN SPT BN,DISCOIQ,INF DIV 0 0 107 22118 61 4 

63422L000 HHC, SUPPORT GROUP (CORPS) 0 0 0 502 2 1 

63431L000 HHC, CORPS SPT CWD 0 0 0 780 46 

63433L000 MMC, CORPS SPT CM:D 0 0 0 1181 80 

z LlOO SPT BN, SEP INF BDE (SIB) 0 0 0 10334 504 

63603L000 MMC, TA 0 0 0 689 126 



?age ko. 
11  / I  0192 

The Army Force Clost System (TAFC5:) Database Application 
Version 91 ,. 1 

SRC Equipment Cublic Weight (expressed in Measurement Tons) 
-.---------------------------------.------------------------ 

No. of Tracked Wheeled 
SRC Number 81 Title Aircraft Aircraft Vechile Vechile 
------------.------------------------ --------. -------- ------- ------- 

67000L100 AIR ASSAULT DIV W / A H ~  

67000L200 AIR ASSAULT DIV WIAH64 

67004L000 HH.C AIR ASSAULT DIVISION 

67042L000 HHC AIR ASSAULT BRIGADE 

77000L000 LID ~ / 1  UH1,l AH1 

77000L100 LID W/1 UH1,l AH1 

77000L200 LID W/1 UH60,l AH1 

77000L300 LID ~ / 1  ~ ~ 1 / 6 0 , 1  AH1 

C) 
I 'L400 LID W / ~ U H ~  ,1 AH1 & 'TACSAT 

77000L500 LID ~ / 1 ~ ~ 6 0 , 1 A H 1  & TACSAT 

77000L600 LID W / ~ U H ~  /60,1AH1 &TACSAT 

77004L000 HHC LIGHT INFANTRY DIV 

77042L000 HHC INF DIV BDE (LID) 

77504LA00 HHlC IN DIV ARTIC S:PT TM 

87000L100 AR DIV, 6-M60,4-M113,2-AHB 

87000L200 MX DIVt5-M60,5-M113,2-AHB 

87000L300 AR DIV, 6-MI, 4-BFIJSt 2-AHB 

87000L400 MX DIV, 5-MI, 5-BFVS,Z-AHB 

87000L500 AR DIV, 6-M60,4-MI 13,1 -AHB 

87000L600 MX DIV,5-M60,5-M11:3t1-AHB 

87000L700 AR DIV,6-M1,4-BFVS,,l-AHB 
-,\ 

L800 MX DIV, 5-MI ,5-BFVS,, 1 -AHB 

87004~420 HHC INFANTRY DIVISION(MECH 

Other ----- 



Page' No. 
11/10/92 

The Army Force Cost System (TAFC!S) Database Application 
Version 91.1 

SRC Equipment Cubic Weight (expressed in Measurement Tons) .......................................................... 

No. of Tracked Wheeled 
SRC Number & Title Aircraft Aircraft Vechile Vechile Other 
---------------------------.--------- -------- -------- ------- ------- ----- 

87004L100 HHC ARMORED DIVISION 0 0 128 201 2 64 

87004L200 HHC INFANTRY DIVISION(MECH 0 0 128 201 2 64 

870425410 H19C ARMD DIV BDE 0 0 249 552 22 

870425420 HHC INF DIV (MECH) BDE I )  0 249 552 23 

87042L100 HIiC, HVY DIV BDE (ARMOR) 10 0 249 379 8 

87042L200 HfiC INF DIV (MECHI BDE I3 0 249 379 7 

87100L100 H.';BfAR,2BN!I'KM60, 1EINMECM113 

87100L200 HSB,ME,IBNTKM60,2EW'IECM113 

€? L300 HSBfAR,2BNTKM1 ,1BNMECH FVS 

87100L400 HSB,MEf1BNTKM1,2BNlMECH FVS 

871025410 HH[C HVY SEP BDE (ARMOR) 

871025420 HHC HVY SEP BDE (MECH) 

87102L100 HHC HVY SEP BDE (ARMOR) 

87102L200 HHC HVY SEP BDE (MECH) 

87200L000 HVY/LT DIV (2ID) 

952235300 ATC COMPANY (COMMZ) 

9 5 2 2 7 53 0 1 A1 R TRF CONTROL PLATOON 

975OOH8AM TNlG BN HQ 

97500H8AO TNlG BRIGADE HQ 

97500H8AQ TNG DIV HQ/HQ CO 



U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20314,.1000 

CERB-RP (405) 23 June 1994 

MEMOIiANDUM FOR ASSI!;TANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE (ECONOMIC 
SECURITY), 3300 DEFENSE PENTAGON, 
WASHINGTON DC 20301-3300 

SUBJECT: Homeowner:; Assistance Program (HAP) Estimates 
--BRAC 95 

1. We have evaluated the enclosed installation listing based 
on our historical :knowledge and our understanding of the 
surrounding real estate markets and the composition of the 
assigned personnel to the installation. Those installations 
with a high concentration of train.ing were not deemed as 
readily susceptible to a decline in the real estate market as 
those with a greater number of permarlent personnel who would 
more likely be homeowners. 

2. The percentages specified for realignments were not 
obtained scientifically. We attemptred to use empirical data 
gained from previoucs experience for :installations of similar 
conrlposition to determine how many personnel would have to 
leave an installation before a HAP would be triggered. 

3 .  If any further information is required you may contact 
(- .- ) Mr. John P. Downey, telephone 202-272-8987 

FOR THE COMMANDER: 

Director of Real Estate 



DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
ARMY BASE STRUCTURE 

United States 
September 30,1993 

Budget 
WVnY ~ M P r Y  Total BRAC 

allation Name City Military Civilian Other Total Acreage Round Major Unit-Activity Function 
I 

ABAMA 
JISTON ARMY DEPOT 
CLELLAN, FORT 
SKER, FORT 
DSTONE ARSENAL 

ASKA 
:HARDSON, FORT 
EELY. FORT 
LINWRIGHT. FORT 

IlZONA 
ACHUCA, FORT 
MA PROVING GROUND 

MANS AS 
IAFFEE, FORT 
4E BLUFF ARSENAL 

4iiFORNiA 
WIN, FORT 
ERRA ARMY DEPOT 
JNTER LIGGElT, FORT 
DNTEREY, PRESIDIO OF 
4KLAND ARMY BASE 
VERBANK ARMY AMMUNITION PLT 
iCAAMENTO ARMY DEPOT 
aD, FORT 
4MP PARKS 

ANNISTON 
ANNISTON 
DALNILLE 
HUNTSVILLE 

ANCHORAGE 
DELTA JUNCTION 
FAIRBANKS 

SIERRA VISTA 
Y UMA 

FORT SMITH 
PINE BLUFF 

BARSTOW 
HERLONG 
JOLON 
MONTEREY 
OAKLAND 
RIVERBANK 
SACRAMENTO 
SEASIDE 

13 3,473 35 3,521 15,279 LOGISTICS DEPOT 50% 
5,694 1,214 1,080 7,988 45,679 MIL POLICE SCHOOL 6 TNG CTR 
5,448 2,884 4,569 12,901 63,390 AVIATION CENTER 6 SCHOOL 4 g'Y/" 
2,516 12,610 7,888 22,923 38,235 91 R ROCKET 6 GUIDED MSL, R&D, SCH & CTR J '/Oye 

2,575 1,061 348 3,984 71,546 172ND INFANTRY BRIGADE 
41 1 241 107 758 661,299 Rao TEST CENTER (ARTIC TNG CTR) 

A - 4 4  , :,0!6 4 ,554 E.Fi73 172ND INFANTRY BRIGADE 4 5-bO/o 

7,403 3,286 3,494 14,183 102,910 88 R COMM CMD 6 INTELLIGENCE SCH I/ 40 010 
294 847 700 1,841 1,009,378 R ~ D  TEST CENTER v' 5 o F'e 

103 273 24 400 71,772 91 R RC6ACTIVEARMY TNG Ko 
89 1,107 265 1,461 14,943 SM AVIATIOWC SUPPORT 

NATIONAL TRAINING CENTER v' <' '' 
LOGISTICS DEPOT 4 4 0 7 0  

DlVMG TNG-CDEC 
DEFENSE LANGUAGE SCHOOL 4 80 ?Q 
HARBOR 6 PORT 
PRODUCTION-PROJECTlLES(C) 

91 C LOGISTICS DEPOT 
91 c n n  INFANTRY DIVISION (MECHI(-) 

RESERVE COMPONENT TRAINING 



DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
ARMY BASE STRUCTURE 

United States 
September 30,1993 

Budget 
Actlvity Cat Total BRAC 

allation Name City Code Military Civilian Other Total ~ o u n d  Major Unit-Activity Function 

LORADO I SIMONS ARMY MEDICAL CTR 
,RSON, FORT 
CKY MOUNTAIN ARSENAL 
EBLO ARMY DEPOT ACTIVITY 

INNECTICUTT 
RATFORD ARMY ENGINE PLANT 

STRICT OF COLUMBIA 
:NAIR, FORT LESLIE J. 
LTER REED ARMY MEDICAL CTR 

EORGIA 
:PHERSON, FORT 
IRDON, FORT 
NNING, FORT 
IHLONEGA RANGER TRG AREA 
LLEM, FORT 
'EWART, FORT 
INTER ARMY AIRFIELD 

\WAII 
)HAKULOA TRAINING AREA 
IAFTER, FORT 
IIPLER ARMY MEDICAL CENTER 
;HOFIELD BARRACKS MIL RES 
bRT DE RUSSY 

AURORA 
COLORADO SPGS 
COMMERCE CITY 
PUEBLO 

STRATFORD 

WASHINGTON 
WASHINGTON 

ATLANTA 
AUGUSTA 
COLUMBUS 
DAHLONEGA 
FOREST PARK 
HlNESVlLLE 
SAVANNAH 

HlLO 
HONOLULU 
HONOLULU 
WAHIAWA 

1,487 1,695 231 3,413 577 HEALTH CARE 70 
18,512 2,410 1,466 22,388 373,300 4TH INFANTRY DIVISION (MECH) J -5-0 70 

3 278 o 281 17,239 PRODUCTION-CHEMICAL 
5 273 21 299 23,121 88 R LOGISTICS DEPOT 

727 1,522 79 2,328 98 NATIONAL DEFENSE UNIVERSITY 
2,888 3.760 566 7,223 308 HEALTH CARE 

1.696 2,668 415 4,779 664 FORSCOM HQ 
11,466 2,555 2,086 16,107 56,497 SIGNAL CENTER 6 SCHOOL / 50% 
21,203 4,010 3,669 28,882 181,414 THE INFANTRY CENTER a SCHOOL J 40 % 

1 69 6 0 175 87 RANGE INFANTRY TRNG. 
893 751 185 1,829 1,428 SECOND ARMY HQ 

15,034 2,590 1,849 19,473 284,381 24TH INFANTRY DIV (MECH) 4 40 
3,660 188 585 4,431 5,653 24TH INFANTRY DlVlSiON TNG r /  4-0 70 

32 106 0 138 108,804 DIVISION TRAINING 
1,411 2,003 58 3,472 1.609 HEADQUARTERS EL ADMlN 
1,211 1,260 372 2,843 367 HEALTH CARE 

16,252 1,279 804 18,335 53,005 25TH INF DIV 
37 1,156 3 1,196 74 HWADMIN 



DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

September 30,1993 

~ ~ t i i t y  category Totel BRAC 
allation Name City Code Code Military CivilIan Other Total Apse R* Major Unit-Activity Function 

INOlS 
9S M. PRICE SUPPORT CTR GRANITE CITY 4.03 2 39 328 560 925 766 COMMUNITY SUPWRT I IET ARMY AMMO PLT JOLIET 4.02 3 0 7 190 197 23,543 PRODUCTION-MISCAMMO 
CK ISLAND ARSENAL ROCK ISLAND 4.02 1 506 7,217 880 8,603 891 91 R R6D. PRODUCTION-TANK COMPONENTS JJO~O 
JANNA ARMY DEPOT ACTIVITY SAVANNA 4.02 2 18 478 2 406 13,061 LOGISTICS 

IIANA 
RRISON, FT BENJAMIN 
=FERSON PROVING GROUND 
WPORT ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT 

NA 
MA ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT 

NSAS 
NFLOWER ARMY AMMUNITION PLT 
.EY, FORT 
AVENWORTH, FORT 
NSAS ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT 

iNTUCKY 
MPBELL, FORT 
OX, FORT 
JEGRASS ARMY DEPOT 

lUlSlANA 
LK, FORT 
UlSlANA ARMY AMMUNITION PLT 

INDIANAPOLIS 
M_qn!sw 
NEWPORT 

DESOTO 
JUNCTION ClTY 
LEAVENWORTH 
PARSONS 

CLARKSVILLE 
LOUISVILLE 
RICHMOND 

LEESVILLE 
SHREVEPORT 

987 1,778 749 3,514 2,501 91 C US ARMY INST OF PERS 6 RES MGT 
! ! 4 7 .,. r r  -- - --- ..... ---- 

I P  iWC/U W b H(LUAMMU l t S l  G t N l t H  

1 0 275 285 8,391 PRODUCTION-CHEMICAL 

0 7 170 177 8,542 PRODUCTION-PROPELLANTS 
14,822 2,172 495 17,489 100,676 1ST INFANTRY DIV (MECH) 4 40 70 
4,425 2,042 1,238 7,705 7,011 CMD 6 GENERAL STAFF COLLEGE 4 $07. 

1 20 367 388 13,835 PRODUCTION-MISC AMMO(C) 

22,107 3,719 1,686 27,512 105,070 101ST AIRBORNE DIVISION J 6 70 
14,605 4,349 2,743 21,697 109,210 ARMOR TRAINING CENTER 4 40 yo 

27 701 398 1,126 15,376 AMMUNITION DEPOT 

9,082 2,789 2,800 14,671 198,923 91 R RC 6 ACTIVE TRAINING # 40% 
0 7 811 818 14,974 PRODUCTION-PROJECTILES(C) 



DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
ARMY BASE STRUCTURE 

United States 
September 30,1993 

1 Budget 
Actlvlty Category Total BRAC 

otallation Name City Militaly Clvllian Other Total Acreaae Round Major Unit-Activity Function 

I ARYUND 
JERDEEN PROVING GROUND ABERDEEN 4.02 1 5,843 8,367 2,801 17,101 72,516 RID TESTDRDNANCE SCH a CTR 5 c 0 7 a  
3MY RESEARCH LABORATORY ADELPHI 4.02 2 24 1,388 101 1,603 2,316 91 R TEST SITE 
TCHIE, FORT CASCADE 4.04 2 1,089 1,082 428 2,597 1,430 COMMUNICATIONS 

1 TRICK, FORT FREDERICK 4.02 2 859 3,023 97 3,979 1,153 RID ACTIVITIES 
EADE GEORGE G, FORT ODENTON 4.04 1 8,111 25,373 88 33,573 6,078 88 R HEADQUARTERS 6 ADMIN, NSA 

ASSACHUSETTS 
EVENS, FORT AYER 4.03 2 45 1 952 80 1,493 11,575 S? C HMC]2'JARTERS & Arjii . i  
SA NATICK SSC!-! & EEV CTF! i4iiiiCiC 4.02 2 130 1,171 84 1,385 224 R6D ACTIVITIES / SA MATERIELS TECHNOLOGY LAB WATERTOWN 4.02 3 1 55 0 56 48 88 C R I D  ACTIVITIES 

IlCHlGAN 
S ARMY GARRISON, SELFRIDGE SELFRIDGE 4.02 2 598 254 289 1,141 623 TACOM SUPPORT ACT 
ETROIT ARSENAL WARREN 4.02 2 259 3,607 314 4,180 390 RbD, PRODUCTION-TANKS 

IINNESOTA 
WIN CITIES ARMY AMMO PLANT NEWBRIGHTON 4.02 2 ,  0 78 1,095 1,173 2,360 PRODUCTION-MISC AMMO 

IISSlSSlPPl 
ISSlSSlPPl ARMY AMMO PLANT PICAYUNNE 4.02 3 0 102 189 291 4,337 PRODUCTION-STORAGE-AMMO(C)(I) 

ISSOURI 1 8  

ME CITY ARMY AMMUNITION PLT INDEPENDENCE 4.02 2 2 37 1,402 1,441 3,950 PRODUCTION-SMALL ARMS AMMO(C 
OOD, FORT LEONARD JEFFERSON CITY 3.02 1 12,414 1,907 2,701 17,022 63,270 ENGINEER CENTER 6 SCH I/ 4 070 

EBRASKA 
)HNHUSKER ARMY AMMUNITION PLT GRAND ISLAND 4.02 3 0 4 100 104 11,936 PRODUCTION-PROJECTILES(C)(I) 

EVADA 
4WI'IiORNE ARMY AMMO PLT HAWTHORNE 4.02 2 6 78 1,214 1,298 144,831 STORAGE-AMMO f L 076 





DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
ARMY BASE STRUCTURE 

United States 
September 30,1993 

Budget 
Activity Category Total BRAC 

nstaliation Name City Code Code Military Civilian Other Total Acreage ~ o u n d  Major Unit-Activity Function 

1 PENNSYLVANIA 
INDIANTOWN GAP, FORT ANNVILLE 1.06 
CARLISLE BARRACKS CARLISLE 3.02 
LEITERKENNY ARMY DEPOT CHAMBERSBURG 4.02 
CHARLES E.KELLY SPT FAC PITTSBURG 1.06 
SCRANTON ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT SCRANTON 4.02 
TOBY HANNA ARMY DEPOT TOBYHANNA 4.02 

SOUTH CAROLINA 
JACKSON, FORT COLUMBIA 

429 461 05 985 17,902 RC & ACTIVE ARMY TNG 
701 757 388 1,846 403 US ARMY WAR COLLEGE 4 Lo 7' 

2 53 3,463 343 3,859 19,243 91 R LOGISTICS DEPOT 3-O 7' 
2 3 215 145 13 373 244 RESERVE COMPONENT SUPPORT 
3 1 12 491 504 15 PRODUCTION-PROJECTILES(C 
2 54 3,662 162 3,878 1,293 LOGISTICS DEPOT A % 

US ARMY TRAINING CENTER 4 g o y o  

TENNESSEE 
VOLUNTEER ARMY AMMUNlTiON PLT CHATTANOOGA 4.02 3 0 4 168 172 6,587 PRODUCTION-CHEMICALS 
HOLSTON ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT KINGSPORT 4.02 3 2 30 813 845 6,117 PRODUCTION-MISC AMMO(C) J 'Yo 
MILAN ARMY AMMUNITION PIANT MILAN 4.02 2 2 40 1,467 1,509 25,124 PRODUCTION-CARTRI DGES(C) / 55 70 
TEXAS 
BLISS, FORT 
HOOD, FORT 
LONGHORN ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT 
SULL!S, CAMP 
CAMP STANLEY STORAGE ACTIVITY 
SAM HOUSTON, FORT 
LONE STAR ARMY AMMUNITION PLT 
RED RIVER ARMY DEPOT 

UTAH 
DUGWAY PROVING GROUND 
TOOELE ARMY DEPOT 

EL PAS0 
KILLEEN 
MARSHALL 
SAF! .qNmN!n 
SAN ANTONIO 
SAN ANTONIO 
TEXARKANA 
TEXARKANA 

DUGWAY 
TOOELE 

AIR DEFENSE CENTER & SCHOOL 
1 ST CAVALRY/2ND ARMORED DIV 4 % 
PRODUCTION-MISC AMMO(C) 
RESERVE COMPONENT TNG 
STORAGE 
MEDICAL TRAINING HQ 
PRODUCTION-MISC AMMO(C) 
LOGISTICSDEWT 40 70 

4.02 I 2, 208 731 605 1,544 798,855 RBD TEST CENTER 
4.02 2 49 2,367 889 3,305 44,096 LOGISTICS DEPOT J ;Jib 



DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
ARMY BASE STRUCTURE 

United States 
September 30,1993 

I Budget 
M t Y  (-%I~Jv Total BRAC 

istallation Name City Code Military Civillan Other Total Acreaae ~ o u n d  Major Unit-Activity Function 

1 IlRGlNIA 
3ELVOIR, FORT 
AYER, FORT 
'ICKETT. FORT 
4.P. HILL, FORT 
dONROE, FORT 
ZUSTIS, FORT 
-EE, FORT 
3ADFORD ARMY AMMUNlTiON PLANT 
STORY, FORT 
VlNT HILL FARMS STATION 

WASHINGTON 
FORT LEWIS 
VANCOUVER BARRACKS 
YAKIMA FIRING CENTER 

ALEXANDRIA 
ARLINGTON 
BLACKSTONE 
BOWLING GREEN 
HAMPTON 
NEWPORT NEWS 
PETERSBURG 
RADFORD 
VIRGINIA BEACH 
WARRENTON 

ADMlN 6 LOGISTICAL SUPPORT 
ADMlN 6 LOGISTICAL SUPPORT 
RC 6 ACTIVE ARMY TNG 
RC 6 ACTIVE ARMY TNG 
TRADOC HEAWUARTERS 
TRANSPORTATION CTR 6 SCHOOL 4 53% 
QUARTERMASTER CTR 6 SCH r/ 40 To 
PRODUCTION-PROPELLEMS(C) 
AMPHIB 6 RC TRAINING 
COMM 6 INTELLIGENCE ACT 

TACOMA 1.05 1 17,863 3,980 351 22,194 95,017 HO, I CORPS; 2 CBT BRIGADES fl /Do 
VANCOUVER 1.06 3 52 45 0 97 57 RESERVE COMPONENT TRAINING 
YAKIMA 1.06 3 67 08 38 203 261,451 ACTIVE ARMY TRAINING 

WISCONSIN 
BADGER ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT BARABOO 4.02 3 0 38 228 266 7,378 PRODUCTION-EXPLOSIVES 
MCCOY, FORT SPARTA 1.06 2 611 1,353 553 2,517 127,729 RC 6 ACTIVE ARMY TNG 4 6 0 3 



DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
ARMY BASE STRUCTURE 

United States Territories and Possessions 
September 30,1993 

Budget 
Activlty Category Total BRAC 

stallation Name City Code Code Military Clvllian Other Total hgp ~ w d  Major Unit-Activity Function 

ERTO RlCO 
CHANAN, FORT SAN JUAN 1.06 2 583 597 1,116 2,296 726 RESERVE COMPONENT TRAINING 

US1 TERRITORY OF PACIFIC ISLANDS 1 MALEIN MISSILE RANGE KWAJALEIN 4.02 2 30 108 1,860 1.996 25 NATIONAL TEST RANGE 



DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
NAVY BASE STRUCTURE 

United States 
September 30,1993 

Budget 
Activity Category Total BRAC 

 stalla at ion Name City Code Code Military Civilian Other Total Acreage ~ o u n d  Major Unit-Activity Function 

LABAMA 
STATION MOBILE 

tLASKA 
JAVAL AIR STATION, ADAK 

MOBILE 1.08 2 160 80 10 250 7 93C HOMEPORT 

ADAK 

ZALIFORNIA 
:LEET ASW TRAINING CTR, PAC SAN DIEGO 
:LEET COMBAT TNG CTR, PAC SAN DIEGO 
ONG BEACH NAVAL SHIPYARD LONG BEACH 
RARE lSLPljYD NAVAL S ~ I P Y A R D  VALLEJO 
JAS, ALAMEDA ALAMEDA 
JAS, LEMOORE LEMOORE 
JAS, MIRAMAR SAN DIEGO 
JAS, MOFFETT FIELD MOFFETT FIELD 
JAS, NORTH ISLAND SAN DIEGO 
JAV CONST BN CTR, PT HUENEME PORT HUENEME 
JAV COMMAND (NCCOSC) IN-SVC ENGR, WESI SAN DlEGO 
JAV SUB BASE, SAN DlEGO SAN DIEGO 
JAV WEAPONS STA, SEAL BEACH SEAL BEACH 
JAVAL AIR FAC, EL CENTRO EL CENTRO 
JAVAL AMPHIB BASE. CORONAW SAN DlEQO 
JAVAL AVIATION DEPOT ALAMEDA ALAMEDA 
JAVAL AVIATION DEPOT NORTH ISLAND NORTH ISLAND 
JAVAL COMPUTER & TELCOMM, SAN D16GO SAN DlEGO 
lAVAL COMM STA, STOCKTON STOCKTON 
JAVAL HOSP, CAMP PENDLETON CAMP PENDLETON 
JAVAL HOSPITAL, SAN DIEGO SAN DIEGO 
JAVAL HOSPITAL, OAKLAND OAKLAND 
JAJAL COMMAND, (NCCOSC) RDTBE DIV SAN DIEGO 
JAVAL POSTGRADUATE SCHOOL MONTEREY 
JAVAL STATION TREASURE ISLAND SAN FRANCISCO 
4AVAi 'STATION MARE ISLAND VALLEJO 
JAVAL STAT ION, SAN UlLOO SAN DIEGO 
I I I I R INI)II!;TI1IAI SIII'PI Y CFNTFn OAKLAND 
I I I 1 4  L'~I)IVIIIIIAI 'IIII'I'I I 11111 II IIA~I I l i t-r u I 

PATROL AIRCRAFT r/ 5-0 7 6  

38 ASW TRAINING 
01 SPECIALIZED TRAINING 

348 SHIP ALTERATlON6REPAlR 
5,618 93 C SHlP ALTERATlON6REPAlR 
2,573 93 C SUPPORT AIRCRAFT 

39,173 AlTACK AIRCRAFT 4 4 0 90 
23,606 FIGHTER & AlTACK AIRCRAFT \/ 4070 
3,962 01 C AREA COORDINATOR 

46,546 EARLY WARNlNGhASW AIRCFT, NADEP 40 'lo 
1,637 CONSTRUCTION FORCE SUPPORT / 070 

75 ELECTRONICS SYSTEMS ENGINEERING SUPT 
314 SUBMARINE FORCE SUPPORT 

16,817 93 R ORDNANCE SUPPORT x0 7 4  
62,542 FLEET AIR TRAINING SUPPORT 

1 ,- AMPHIBIOVS wARFARE TP,9!N!NG 
10 03 C AIRCRAFT MAINTENANCE 
10 AIRCRAFT MAINTENANCE i/ 50 Y o  

549 COMMUNICATIONS 
2,787 COMMUNICATIONS 

187 HEALTH CARE 
79 HEALTH CARE 

183 93 C HEALTH CARE 
2,318 OCEAN SYS R 8 D 

61 7 PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT TNG 
2,014 93 C FLTaSHORE ESTABLISHMENT SPT 

5~ L ~ ! S T ! C  S ~ P P Q ~ T  
1.516 OPERATING BASE / 40 l/b 
1,133 SUPPLY SUPPORT 

312 SUPPLY DEPOT 



DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
NAVY BASE STRUCTURE 

United States 
September 30,1993 

Budget 
Activity Category Total BRAC 

lstallation Name City Code Code Military Civllan Other Total Acreaoe ~ o u n d  Major Unlt-Activity Function 

IAVAL TNG CTR, SAN DlEGO 
lAVAL AIR WARFARE CNTR WEAPONS DIV 
JAVAL WEAPONS STA, CONCORD 
JAVAL STATION, LONG BEACH 
JAVAL AIR WARFARE CNTR WEAPONS DIV 

2ONNECTlCUTT 
JAVAL SUB BASE, NEW LONDON 

31STRICT OF COLUMBIA ," N,+," Di~-i.f-iiCT .uiiAS"iNGTOi.i 

JAV SECURITY STA, WASHINGTON 
UAVAL OBSERVATORY 
WVAL RESEAFICH LABORATORY 

FLORIDA 
MAS, CECIL FlELD 
NAS, JACKSONVILLE 
NAS, KEY WEST 
NAS, PENSACOLA 
NAS, WHITING FIELD 
CGASTBL SYSTEMS STN!O?! 
NAV EDITNG PRO MGMT SUP ACT 
NAV TECH TNG CTR, CORRY STA 
NAVAL AVIATION DEPOT JAX 
NAVAL AVIATION DEPOT PENSACOLA 
NAVAL OLF SAUFLEY 
NAVAL STATION, MAYPORT 
NAVAL TRAINING CENTER 

GEORGIA 
NAS, ATLANTA 
-.-..as* .r. .- r..~..- .IS.IC.- n a u  
NAVAL~UD DAJK, nllwa P ~ I  

NAVY SUPPLY CORPS SCHOOL 

SAN DlEGO 
CHINA U K E  
CONCORD 
LONG BEACH 
PT MUGU 

GROTON 

\ A I L  e'ulhan-rnu v v n e r i ~ ~ i u  I we. 

WASHINGTON 
WASHINGTON 
WASHINGTON 

CECIL FIELD 
JACKSONVILLE 
KEY WEST 
PENSACOLA 
MILTON 
Pmnw CITY 
PENSAWLA 
PENSACOLA 
JACKSONVILLE 
PENSAWLA 
PENSACOLA 
MAYPORT 
ORLANDO 

MARIEllA 
Ktt4GS EAY 
ATHENS 

8,416 538 202 9,156 546 93 C RECRUIT I SKILL TRAINING 
984 4,874 1,546 7,404 1,122,911 91 R AIR WARFAREIMISSILE SYSTEMS 4 ro 70 

2.630 1,355 57 4,042 12,492 WEAPONS PRODUCTION 70 79 
5,191 445 33 5,669 1,426 91 C FLEET d SHORE SUPPORT 
2,662 3,962 1,950 8,583 27,093 91 R RDTIE AIR LAUNCHED WEAPONS 4 ~ ~ 0 7 0  

1,161 1.161 688 3,010 1.812 SUBMyUrE FORCES S$f,POJT PT u- 70 
ccvc  * y o u -  
p t * t e n h  ~ r v  cslvb*d 

2,150 5 5 6.9TI 467 ADMlNlSTRATlVEROGlSTICS 
641 691 0 1,332 38 COMMUNICATIONS 

12 2,020 17 2,049 442 NAVAL OBERVATORY 
228 4,207 1,185 5,620 1,123 PHYSICAL SCIENCES RESEARCH 

93 C ATTACK b ASW AIRCRAFT 
PATROL I ASW AIRCRAFT, NADEP 4 $0 % 
RECONNAISSANCE AIRCRAFT 
FLIGHT TRAINING, NARF r /  6 0 70 
FLIGHTTRAINING go 70 

91 R COASTAL REGION WARFARE 
TRAINING PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT 
TECHNICAL TRAINING 
AIRCRAFT MAINTENANCE J / O0 b/J 

93 C AIRCRAFT MAINTENANCE 
OUTLYING LANDING FIELD 
OPERATING BASE 4 70 

93 C RECRUIT I SKILL TRAINING 

016 180 24 1,120 180 RESERVE AIR TRAINING 
?,G0 2,Mn ' %! Q,QeE 5:600 SUBMARINEBASE 46 

281 67 0 348 59 SKILL TRAINING 

HAWAII 



DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
NAW BASE STRUCTURE 

United States 
September 30,1993 

AS, BARBERS POINT BARBERS POINT 1.01 1 3,721 461 131 4,313 4,500 93 C PATROL AIRCRAFT 
AVAL COMPUTER 6 TELECOMM, EAST PAC WAHIAWA,HI 1.03 3 746 131 41 018 2.422 COMMUNICATIONS 
AVAL MAGAZINE LUALUALEI LUALUALEI 1.11 3 570 307 156 1,042 12,029 ORDNANCE SUPPORT 
AVAL STATION, PEARL HARBOR PEARL HARBOR 1.08 1 8,768 2,013 144 10,025 6,070 OPERATING BASE 
AVAL SUB BASE, PEARL HARBOR PEARL HARBOR 1.08 1 5,241 240 51 5,541 125 SUBMARINE FORCES SUPPORT 
EARL HARBOR NAVAL SHIPYARD PEARL HARBOR 1.08 2 334 5,044 44 5,422 160 SHIP ALTERATION 6 REPAIR 

I 

GLENVIEW 1.03 2 1,437 270 40 1,747 1.328 93 C RESERVE AIR TRAINING 
iREAT LAKES NAVAL TRNG CNTR GREAT LAKES 3.01 2 12.066 1.201 363 14.620 11030 REcnu!? & SI(!LL Tp-AJHKB d yo 

Budeet 
Activity Category Total BRAC 

stallation Name City Code Code Milltary Civilian Other Total Rwnd Major Unit-AcUvity Function 

YDIANA 
:RANE DIV, NAV SURF WARFARE CNTR CRANE 1.11 2 127 6,035 612 7,674 62,515 01 R WEAPONS SYSTEM 6 ORDNANCE SPT / 6 0 x  
IAVAIR WARFARE CNTR, AIRCRAFT DIV INDIANAPOLIS 1.01 2 33 3,129 480 3,651 186 Ql R AVIONICS REPAIR 

;ENTUCKY 
AV ORDNANCE STA, LOUISVILLE LOUISVILLE 1.11 3 11 2,405 118 2,624 152 01 R ORDNANCE SUPPORT 

OUISMA 
AS, NEW ORLEANS NEW ORLEANS 1.01 2 1,321 656 106 2,083 4,910 RESERVE AIR TRAINING 

IAINE 
AS, BRUNSWICK BRUNSWICK 1.01 1 2,832 485 120 3,437 8,707 PATROL AIRCRAFT J 'Q 
AV SECURITY GROUP ACT WINTER HARBOR 4.04 3 349 72 5 426 603 COMMUNICATIONS 



DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
NAVY BASE STRUCTURE 

United States 
September 30,1993 

Budget 

1 Activity Category Total BRAC 
nstallation Name City Code Code Military Civilian Other Total Major Unit-Activity Function 

MASSACHUSEITS 
EGIITH ;A;E'f;CUTH • -a I.UI ;Z 727 227 7 961 2,252 RESERVE AIR TRAINING 

I 

MISSISSIPPI 
NAS, MERIDIAN MERIDIAN 2,093 388 645 3,126 12,418 FLIGHT TRAINING r" 
NAV CONST BN CTR, GULFPORT GULFPORT 1.03 1 i 3,454 615 62 4,131 4,771 CONSTRUCTION FORCE SUPPORT 
NAVAL OCEANOGRAPHIC OFFICE BAY ST LOUIS 1.03 2 85 1,449 317 1,851 0 NAVAL OCEANOGRAPHIC ACTIVITIES d go2 
NAVAL STATION PASCAGOULA, MS PASCAGOULA 1.08 2 390 70 0 460 302 NAVAL STATION 

MARYLAND 
CARDEROCK DIV, NAVSURF WARF CNTR BETHESDA 1.11 2 78 4,456 314 4,848 327 RBD-SHIP TECHNOLOGY 
NAVAIR WARFARE CNTR AIRCRAFT DIV PATUXENT RIVER 1.01 2 2,888 3,594 2,985 9,467 7,124 T I E  AlRCRMT SYSTEMS 
NAV SURF WARFARE CNTR,INDIAN HD DIV INDIAN HEAD 1.11 3 342 2,589 330 3,261 3,410 91 R SOLID PROPELLANTS 
NAV SURFACE WEAPONS CTR SILVER SPRING 1.11 3 12 1,447 471 1,930 731 91 A RIPNAVAL WEAPONS 
NAVAL COMM UNIT, WASHINGTON CHELTENHAM 4.03 3 .  138 220 102 460 230 COMMUNICATIONS 
NAVAL MEDICAL COMMAND-NCR BETHESDA 1.03 2 3.398 2,435 214 6,047 242 HEALTH CARE 
US NAVAL ACADEMY ANNAPOLIS 3.01 2 5,237 2.577 1,030 8,844 1,747 OFFICER ACQUISITION TRAINING 

NEVADA 
NAS, FMLON FALLON 1.01 2 1,051 364 984 2,399 126,782 Al lACK AIRCRAFT TRAINING J 4% 
NEW !4AMPS!4!RE 
PORTSMOUTH NAVAL SHIPYARD PORTSMOUTH 1.08 1 523 5,769 2 6,294 298 SHIP CONSTRUCTION 6 REPAIR 4 

- G O ~ ~ C  P e o C  e n  y 

NEW JERSEY 
NAVAL AIR WARFARE CNTR DlV LAKEHURST LAKEHURST 1.01 2 394 2,273 438 3,105 7,431 91 R AIRCRAFT LAUNCHIRECOVERY SYS (/ Fo% 
NAVAL AIR WARFARE CNTR, AIRCRAFT TRENTON 1 .O1 2 6 644 10 660 73 93 C ENGINE T I E  ACTIVITIES 
NAVAL WEAPONS STA, EARLE COLTS NECK 1.11 1 2,698 753 190 3,641 11,118 ORDNANCE SUPPORT 

NEW YORK 
NAVAL STATION NEW YORK STAT IS/BKLYN 1.08 2 13 0 0 13 524 88 C NAVAL STATiONlBKLYN TO CLOSE BRC93 



DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
NAW BASE STRUCTURE 
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Budget 
Activity Category Total BRAC 

nstallation Name City Code Code Military Civillan Other Total Acreape Ro@ Major Unit-Activity Function 

ORT H CAROLINA 
AMP LEJEUNE NAVAL HOSPITAL JACKSONVILLE 1.03 2 846 376 140 1,362 1 67 HEALTH CARE 
AVAL AVIATION DEPOT CHERRY PT CHERRY POINT 1.01 2 30 3,970 0 4,000 10 AlRCRWr MAINTENANCE d # 0 Y o  

PENNSYLVANIA 
gAS, WILLOW GROVE WILLOW GROVE 1.01 2 1,691 678 17 2,386 967 RESERVE AIR TRAINING 
NAVAL AIR WARFARE CNTR AIRCRAFT DIV WARMINSTER 1 .Ol 3 169 2,327 419 2,915 921 91 R AIRCRAFT TECHNOLOOY J 90 70 
NAVAL STATION PHILADELPHIA PHILADELPHIA 1.08 2 785 1,398 70 2,253 522 91 C SHIP SUPPORT 
UAW AVIATION SUPPLY OFFICE PHILADELPHIA 1 .03 3 111 4,924 259 5.E4 ... . I iw NAVAL AVIATION SUPPLYIDLA ICP UAW SHIPS PARTS CONTROL CTR MECHANICSBURG 158 6,120 117 6,395 857 INVENTORY CONTROL POINT / $0 70 
>HILADELPHIA NCYPL S!-!!PYAEii PHILADELPHIA 3,76!5 7,182 519 11,466 237 91 C SHIP B L W  6 REPAIR 

HODE ISLAND 
AV EDUCATION 6 TRAINING CTR E NEWPORT 3.01 ( 2  2,671 886 226 3,783 1.214 93 R OFF INWCTRIN ISKILLTNG 'Q ' 
AVAL UNDERSEA WARFARE CNTR, DIV NEWPORT 1.11 2 125 3,655 4.354 8,134 327 UNDERSEA WARFARE R&D 70 TO 

SOUTH CAROLINA 
BEAUFORT NAVAL HOSPITAL BEAUFORT 
2HARLESTON NAVAL SHIPYARD CHARLESTON 
JAV WEAPONS STA, CHARLESTON CHARLESTON 
JAVAL STATION CHARLESTON CHARLESTON 
IAV COMMAND !NCCOSC) IN-SVC EiriGR, EAST CHARLESTON 

ENNESSEE 
AS, MEMPHIS MILLINGTON 
AVAL HOSPITAL, MILLINGTON MILLINGTON 

1.03 2 553 174 55 782 127 HEALTH CARE 
1.08 1 71 4,747 354 5,172 121 93 C SHIPISUB REPAIR 
1.11 3 3,117 1,478 723 5.3Ie 17,486 WEAPONS SYSTEMS SUPPORT J 

1 .G!? I 15,409 1,724 8517,198 899 93 C OPERATING BASE 
1.11 2 4 352 1,320 1,676 113 ELECTRONICS SYSTEMS ENGINEERING SUPT u 

o L J -  C O ~ I V C  @ I / A I Z L Z  s ~ U A I  P IL@CRdm 

3.02 2 e , l n  1,088 631 9,896 3,450 93 A SKILL TRAINING 
1 .03 2 540 140 40 720 39 HEALTH CARE 

EXAS 
4% CORPUS CHRlSTl 
IS, DALLAS 
6, KlNGSVlLLE 
;, INQLESIDE, TX 

CORPUS CHRIST1 3.02 2 1,909 4,262 670 6,841 4,522 
DALLAS 1 .O1 2 . 2,570 513 29 3,112 

FLIGHT TRAINING 5 0  7'8 
858 93 C RESERVE .4!F. ?PA:F4IijG 

KlNGSVlLLE 3.02 2 951 e Xi 2,- 16,221 FLIGHT TRAINING . 
INGLEE!SE 1 .08 2 1,570 100 . 0 1,670 570 NAVAL STATION 

RGlNlA 
EE.T.COMf3AT TNG CTR, LANT VIRGINIA BEACH 3.02 2 4,442 577 714 5,733 1,038 SPECIALIZED TRAINING 
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I Budget 

nstallation Name 
M'fw ~ W P Y  Total BRAC 

City 8 Code Military ClvUian Other Total Acreaae Round Major Unit-Activity Function 

JAS, NORFOLK NORFOLK 
JAS, OCEANA VIRGINIA BEACH 
JAV AMPHIB BASE Ll l lLE CREEK NORFOLK 
UAV SECURITY GRP ACTIVITY, NORTHWEST CHESAPEAKE 
UAVAL AVIATION DEPOT NORFOLK NORFOLK 
UAVAL HOSPITAL, PORTSMOUTH PORTSMOUTH 
VAVAL STATION, NORFOLK NORFOLK 
NAVAL SURFACE WARFARE CNTR, DAHLGREN DAHLGREN 
NAVAL WEAPONS STA, YORKTOWN YORKTOWN 
NAVAL COMPUTER b TELECOMM STA,LANT NORFOLK 
NORFOLK NAVAL SHIPYARD PORTSMLTU 

EARLY WARN/ASW AIRCFT,NARF 
FIGHTER 6 ATTACK AIRCRAFT 
AMPHIBIOUS WARFARE SUPPORT 
COMMUNICATIONS 

93 C AIRCRAFT MAINTENANCE 
HEALTH CARE 
OPERATING BASE 
RDT6E-ORDNANCE TECHNOLOGY 
ORDNANCE SUPPORT 
~ n ~ ~ # ~ - - a - - *  .- 

ortun I IVN5 

SHlP ALTERATIONS b REPAIR J 7070 

WASHINGTON 
NAS, WHIDBEY ISLAND OAK HARBOR 1.01 1 8,308 785 685 0,776 70,988 ATTACKbELEC WARFARE AIRCRAFT J ~ 0 %  
NAV STRATEGIC WEAPON FAC PAC SILVERDALE 1.11 3 114 308 256 678 0 ORDNANCE SUPPORT 
NAVAL UNDERSEA WARFARE CNTR DIV KEY PORT 1.11 3 295 2,974 1,354 4,623 2,260 91 R UNDERWATER WEAPONS SUPPORT */ SO 70 
NAVAL STATION, PUGET SOUND SEAlTLE 1.08 2 544 375 15 034 322 01 C FLT S W E A I T L E  TO CLOSE 
NAVAL SUBMARINE BASE, BANGOR BANGOR 1.08 1 5,443 1,835 1,107 8,475 6,527 SUBMARINE BASE 4 40 70 
PUGET SOUND NAVAL SHIPYARD BREMERTON 1 .OB 1 5,718 10,389 330 16,417 1,595 SHIP ALTERATION I REPAIR ,/ J 0 7, 



DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
NAVY BASE STRUCTURE 

United States Territories and Possessions 
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Budget 
u w  c-fPY Total BRAC 

 stalla at ion Name City Code e Military Civilian Other Total A C ~  ~ound Major Unit-Activity Function 

, iUAM 
IAS, AGANA AGANA, GUAM 1.01 2 2,122 349 32 2,503 2,435 93 C PATROL ELEC WARFARE AIRCRAR 
IAVAL SHIP REPAIR FAC, GUAM AGANA, GUAM 1.08 1 145 932 10 1,087 231 FLEET MAINTENANCE 
IAVAL STATION, GUAM AGANA, GUAM 1.08 2 4,908 4,049 164 9,121 4,660 FLEET SUPPORT 

'UERTO RlCO 
IAVAL STA, ROOSEVELT ROADS ROOSEVELT RDS 1 .Ol 2 3,413 1,484 951 5,848 32,251 OPERATING BASE 
IAV SECURITY GRP ACT, SABANA SECA SABANA SECA 4.04 3 334 99 0 433 2,758 SECURITY GROUP 
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, .. 
Budget 

I 
~ctivity Category Total BRAC 

tallation Name City Code Code Military Clvilian Other Total ~ c r w  ~c,und Maior Unit-Activity Function 

ABAMA 
RMINGHAM MAP AGS 
U L  AGS 
STON AGS 

I WNELLY FIELD AGS 
W E L L  AFB 

LASKA 
L:AENXQF .Me 
ULlS AGS 
LEAR AS 
ARECKSON AS 
ING SALMON AIRPORT AS 
.IELSON AFB 

kRUONA 
ilLA BEND AS 
.UKE AFB 

' SKY HARBOR IAP AGS 
X V ! S  MmT!-!.AN AFB 
rucsoN IAP AGS 

MAP AGs 
llTLE ROCK AFB 

ALlFORNlA 
ASTLE AFB 
OS ANGELES AFB 
RAVIS AFB 1 
I FF!ESNO AIR TERMINAL AGS 
VA%OE%JBERG AFB 
BEALE AFB 

BIRMINGHAM 1.07 2 4 340 0 344 1 07 1 17 AREF WG (ANG) 
DOTHAN 1.07 1 45 0 46 15 1 15 AIR CONTROL SO (ANG) 
MONTGOMERY 1-07 i 1 

17 o 18 31 neo CoMM sa (ANG) 
MONTGOMERY 1.07 3 317 0 320 51 187 FIGHTER GP (ANG) 
MONTWERY 3.n 1 4,086 1,548 698 6,332 3,528 AIR UNIVERSITY 

ANCHORAGE 1.m 1 7,038 1,043 686 8,767 13,115 3 WING / b o p  
ANCHORAGE i 37 6 4 460 0 464 129 176 GROUP (ANG) e 

ANDERSON 1 s t  2 114 50 242 406 11,438 MISSILE JliAFiiriiHB 66 
ATKA 1.m 2 582 26 116 724 3,520 673 AIR BASE QP 
NAWEK 1.m 2 281 17 52 350 802 FORWARD OPERATING LOCATION 

NORTH POLE IJOC 1 2,918 556 225 3,699 19.940 354 FIGHTER WING 4 6 0 

GILA BEND 3.n 2 151 111 55 317 1,886 AUXILIARY FIELD 
LlTCHFlELD PARK 3.m 1 4,831 1,157 258 6.246 4,215 56 FIGHTER WG 
PHOENIX 1.07 2 4 312 0 316 58 161 AREF GP (ANG) 
TUCSON 1 ,xx 1 5,192 1,621 259 7,072 10,627 355 WING ~~g 
TUCSON 4 ,. 

I .u7 - Q 31 949 0 980 84 162 FIGHTER GP (ANG) 

FORT SMITH 1.07 2 3 295 0 298 98 188 FIGHTER GP (ANG) 
LllT'LE ROCK 2- 1 5,058 847 795 6,700 11,552 314 AIRLIFT WG / O X  

ATWATER 1 .xx 1 4,615 
EL SEGUNDO 4.xx 1 3,365 
FAIRFIELD 2.m 1 '  7,715 
COCCNn . ..*-. -- 1.07 2 0 
LOMPOC 1 .xx 1 3,378 
MARYSVILLE 1 .xX 1 3,509 
NORTH HIGHLANDS 1.07 2 3 

'C 

390 5,394 3,257 91 C 93 BOMB WING 
4,788 11,761 102 SPACE SYSTEMS CENTER 

543 10,283 7,722 60 AIRLIFT WG / 5' ' 
. 0 392 126 144 FIGHTER WG (ANG) 0 

1 8,742 98,171 SPACE LAUNCH I MSL TEST CTR r /  3 10 
419 4,367 22,044 9 RECONNAISSANCE WG \/ 7 o 70 

0 44 9 162 COMBAT COMM GP (ANG) 
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The Army Force Cost System (TAFCfS) Database Application 
Version 91 . I  

SRC Equipment Cubic Weight (expressed in Measurement Tons) 
---------------------------------.------------------------- 

SRC Number & Title 
No. af Tracked Wheeled 

Aircraft Aircraft Vechile Vechile 

29209H902 ALUG-CBT ENGR BN MT SPT TM 0 O O 155  

29209H904 A,UG-RECV/EVAC SPT' TM 0 0 83 1 2  

29209H906 AUG-TANK BN (105MM) SPT TM O O 8 3  331 

29209H907 A,UG-MLRS BN MAINT SPT TEAM O 0 0 276 

29209H908 RIAINT SPT TEAM LT' INF DIV 0 0 0 508 

29245H000 SlUPPORT BN, SEP LT INF BDE 0 0 52 4222 

29247H000 H[NT&SUP CO, SPT EN 0 0 52 231 9 

. ' ) ~ 4 0 0  HHC TA SUPPORT GROUP (GS) 0 0 0 435 

2 9 6 . 3 0 ~ 3 ~ ~  &IGINT/EW EQUIP REP TM GS 0 0 0 424 

29640H7HB ClOMSEC LOG SPT TE:AMS 0 0 0 185 

30005H200 YII BN, ARS, FIELD1 ARMY 0 0 0 2999 

30014H000 RII DET ACR OR SEP' BDE 0 0 0 267 

30018H000 YII CO, CORPS OR ABN CORPS 0 0 0 1360 

31127H400 8VC CO, ABN SF GR.OUP 4 353 0 1082 

31705L000 SO SUPPORT BN (SOlSB) 0 0 0 2660 

31 71 1L000 TASOC 0 0 0 208 

31800L000 SF GROUP AIRBORNE; 4 308 0 5400 

31802L000 H[HC, ABN SF GROUP' 0 0 0 275 

31803L000 SUPPORT CO, SF GP' (ABN) 4 308 0 1504 

31805L000 SF BN, ABN SF GP 0 0 0 1206 

Other ----- 

a ., LOO0 SlUPPORT CO, SF BNI (ABN) 
. 

32064H400 ASA BDE SPT CO 



DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
AIR FORCE BASE STRUCTURE 

Unlted States 
~d~titmber 30,1993 

Budget 
I ActMty Category Total BRAC 

City Code Code Military Civilian Other Total Aweaae Round Major Unit-Activity ~ ~ n c t i ~ n  stallation Name 

NTARIO IAP AGS 
HANNEL ISLAND AGS 
DWARDS AFB 
lCCLELLAN AFB 
ORTON AFB 
IARCH AFB 
)NPUKA AS 

:OLORADO 
.OWRY AFB 
NJCKLEY AGB 
ZALCON AFB 
'ETERSON AFB 
JSAF ACADEMY 
SHEYENNE MOUNTAIN AS 

CONNECTlCUll 
BRADLEY IAP AGS 
ORANQE AGS 

ONTARIO 1 26 0 27 13 148 COMBAT COMM SO (ANG) 
OXNARD l o  1.07 1 4 330 0 334 206 146 AIRLIFT WG (ANG) 
ROSAMOND 1.07 1 4,942 4,305 1,843 10,890 301,129 AF FLIGHT TEST CENTER J 70 yo 
SACRAMENTO 4xx 1 4,466 9,658 3,990 18,114 3,462 AIR LOGISTICS CENTER J 3c0 yb 
SAN BERNARDINO 2- 1 2,424 799 520 3,743 2,401 88 C 63AIRLFT WG 
SUNNYMEAD 2 .n  1 3,699 1,794 663 6,156 6,851 93R 722AREF WG 
SUNNYVALE 1 .xu 2 687 244 601 1,432 23 SATELLITE CONTROL OPS 

DENVER 3.a . I  4;&6 ;,4= 4 5,329 1,934 91 C TECH TRAINING CENTER 
AURORA 1.07 1 682 699 72 1,453 3,283 140 FIGHTER WG (ANG) 
ELLlCOrr l m  1 2,027 358 320 2,705 4,102 50 SPACE WG 
COLORADO SPGS lxx 1 3,164 1,844 2,359 7,167 1,310 USSPACECOM a AFSPC Has J 7 o 90 
COLORADO SPGS 3 m  .1 6,702 1,845 717 9,264 54,306 OFFICER ACQUISITION TRAINING 
COLORADO SPGS 1xx 2 1,019 149 100 1,268 519 AIR DEFENSE CMD/CONTROL 

WINDSOR LOCKS 1.07 2 4 306 0 312 126 103 FIGHTER GP (ANG) 
NEW HAVEN 1 .07 2 1 45 0 46 29 ACFT COMROLMIARNING (ANG) 

DELAWARE J 

1 4,420 1,500 242 6,162 3,936 436 AlRLln WG /=  DOVER 2.xx I c i E , " E E  COUNTY APT AGS NEWPORT 1.07 2 5 259 0 264 57 166 AIRLIFT GP (ANG) 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
BOLLING AFB WASHINGTON 4 m  1 3,314 121 121 3,556 607 AIR FORCE DISTRICT WASH 



DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
AIR FORCE BASE STRUCTURE 

United States 
Septgmber 30,1993 

Budget 
I Activity Category Total BRAC 

stallation Name City Code Militaly Civilian Other Total Acreaae Round Maior Unit-Activity Function 

LORIOA 
OMESTEAD AFB 
ACDILL AFB 
GLlN AAF 9 (HURLBURT FIELD) 
GLlN AFB 
ATRICK AFB 
YNDALL AFB 
;APE CANAVERAL AS 
iGLlN AAF 3 (DUKE FIELD ARS) 
ACKSONVILLE IAP AOS 
AACDILL AAF 01 

3 EORGlA 
IOBBINS ARB 
NOODY AFB 

I ROBINS AFB 
MCCOLLUM AGS 
SAVANNAH IAP AGS 

HA'iVASi 
HICKAM AFB 
KOKEE AGS 

IDAHO 
BOISE AIR TERMINAL AGS 
MOUNTAIN HOME AFB 

ILLINOIS 
OYlARE IAP ARS 
CP.P!?PL MAP AGS 

INDIANA 

HOMESTEAD 
TAMPA 
MARY ESTHER 
VALPARISO 
COCOA BEACH 
SPRINGFIELD 
PORT CANAVERAL 
CRESTVIEW 
CMLA-k!AP4 
AVON PARK 

93 C 482 FIGHTER WG (AFR) 
01R 6AIRBASEWG b' 

AF SPECIAL OPERATIONS CMD 4 3L0 
DEVELOPMENT TEST CTR J 
AF EASTERN TEST RANGE 
325 FIGHTER WG 6 0(70 
SPACE LAUNCH OPERATIONS 
919 SPECIAL OPS GP (AFR) 
125 FIGHTER GP (ANG) 
AL!Y!LAAY AIRFIELD 

MARIETTA 1.07 1 79 907 47 1,033 1,913 94 AIRLIFT WG (AFR) 
VALDOSTA 1 .M 1 3,828 463 288 4,579 11,805 347 FIGHTER WG ' O  

WARNER ROBINS 4.m 1 3,958 11,882 5,735 21,575 8,720 AIR LOGISTICS CENTER 4 d6 70 
KENNESAW 1.07 2 1 53 0 54 13 ACFT CONTROVWARNING (ANG) 
SAVANNAH 1 .M 2 3 271 0 274 232 165 AIRLIFT GP (ANG) 

HONOLULU 1 am 1 3,8M i,M8 5,935 3.W5 HQ PACAF 
KEKAHA 1.07 2 0 37 0 37 11 ACFT CONTROL 8 WARNING 

BOISE 1.07 2 0 527 0 527 1,994 124 FIGHTER GP (ANG) 
MOUNTAIN HOME 1 .xx 1 3,234 507 344 4,085 9,906 366 WING / 40 % 

PARK RIDGE 1.07 2 0 347 37 384 349 83 C 928 AIRLIFT GP (AFR) 
SPRINGFIELD 1.07 2 3 316 0 319 91 183 FIGHTER GP (ANG) 
BARTWVILLE 4 n.r 

I.UI 2 4 336 . 0 340 386 182 FIGHTER GP (ANG) 
SHILOH 2 .n  1 7,177 3,054 362 10,593 3,261 nt;l AiR miiiri 2'6~ fc 7" 



DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
AIR FORCE BASE STRUCTURE 

United States 
September 30,1993 

I iRlSSOMAFB 
T WAYNE IAP AGS 

, IULMAN REGIONAL APT AGS 

I 

3WA 
1ES MOINES IAP AGS 
IOUX GATEWAY APT AGS 

Budget 
WtV CategOrY Total BRAC 

'&:SAS 
ICCONNELL AFB 
ORBES FIELD AGS 

lstallation Name City ~ o u n d  Major Unit-Activity Function 

1ENTUCKY 
TANDIFORD FIELD AGS 

OUlSlANA 
ARKSDALE AFB 
AMMOND AGS 

IAlNE 
3RING AFB 
ANGOR IAP AGS 
OUTH PORTLAND AGS 

IARYLAND 
NDREWS AFB 
ARTIN STATE AGS 

BUNKER HILL 1 .xx 1 1,304 873 144 2,411 3,180 01 C 434 AREF WG (AFR) 
FORT WAYNE 1.07 2 5 328 0 333 1 38 122 FIGHTER WG (ANG) 
TERRE HAUTE 1.07 2 4 304 0 308 270 181 FIGHTER GP (ANG) 

DES MOINES 1.07 2 4 306 0 310 113 132 FIGHTER WG (ANG) 
SERGEANT BLUFF 1.07 2 4 302 0 306 114 185 FIGHTER QP (ANG) 

WICHITA 1 .n 1 3,079 1,170 236 4,485 4,628 22 AREF WG / f0?0 

PAULINE 1.07 2 4 352 0 356 193 100 AREF GP (ANQ) 

LOUISVILLE 2 5 313 0 318 69 123 AIRLIFT WG (ANG) 

BOSSIER CITY lax 1 6,499 1,114 626 8,239 22,382 2 BOMB WG c/ 40 70 
HAMMOND 2 0 29 0 29 22 236 COMBAT COMM SQ (ANG) 

LIMESTONE 1 .xx '1 2,826 475 234 3,535 9,780 91 C 42 BOMB WG 
BANGOR 2 4 338 0 342 457 101 AREF WG (ANG) 
SOUTH PORTLAND 2 2 40 0 42 12 265 COMBAT COMM SQ (ANG) 

CAMP SPRINGS 2 . n  1 6,717 2,618 720 10,055 4,971 89 AIRLIFT WG 
BALTIMORE 2 6 0 0 6 175 175 FTR GP (ANG) 



DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
AIR FORCE BASE STRUCTURE 

United States 
September 30,1993 

AASSACHUSETTS 
4ANSCOM AFB BEDFORD 4 m  1 2,917 2,351 176 5.444 846 ELECTRONIC SYSTEMS CENTER 
ITIS AGE FALMOUTH 1 3 717 0 720 3.885 102 FIGHTER WG (ANG) 
PESTOVER ARB CHICOPEE 1 10 978 36 1,024 2,692 439 AIRLIFT WG (AFR) 
MRNES MUNICIPAL AIRPORT AGS ' WESTFIELD 2 4 314 0 318 1 34 104 FIGHTER GP (ANG) 
:APE COD AS BOURNE l m  ? 1W 8 50 162 101 PAVE PAWS 
NELLESLEY AGS WELLESLEY 2 42 0 44 8 253 COMBAT COMM GP (ANG) 
NORCHESTER AGS WORCHESTER 2 62 0 64 8 101 AIR CONTROL SQ (ANG) 

I 

lkiCHlGAN 
1.1. SAWYER AFB 
;ELFRIDGE AGE 

I V K KEUOGG APT AGS 

Budget 
Activity Category Total BRAC 

lstallation Name City Code Military Civilian Other Total Acreaae Round Major Unit-Activity Function 

GWlNN l m  1 2,858 376 226 3,460 5,214 93 C 410 BOMB WG 
MT CLEMENS 1 82 1,389 o 1,471 3,087 i n  FIGHTER WG (ANG) 
BATTLE CREEK 2 4 292 0 296 31 5 11 0 FIGHTER GP (ANG) 

AINNESOTA 
)ULUTH IAP AGS DULUTH 
llNNEAPOLlSlST PAUL IAP ARS MINNEAPOLIS 

2 3 404 47 454 329 148 FIGHTER GP (ANG) 
2 18 824 35 677 269 133 AIRLIFT WG (ANG) 

llSSlSSlPPl 
:OLUMBUS AFB COLUMBUS 3.-a 1 8 %?!$ 810 2,493 5,0i5 14 r ~ 1  INU TIIAINI~U WU -. -,.,..,a - ..... .- ...- 
:EESLER AFB BlLOXl 3 .x~  1 9,524 2,238 669 12,431 3,489 2 AIR FORCE G o  70 
rLLEN C THOMPSON FIELD AGS FLOWOOD 2 4 312 0 316 116 172 AIRLIFT GP (ANG) 
iULFPORT/BILOXI MAP AGS GULFPORT 2 1 119 0 120 219 READINESS TRNG SITE (ANG) 
:EY FIELD AGS MERIDIAN 2 18 357 0 375 117 186 AREF QP (ANG) 

UlSSOURl 
lHlTEMAN AFB KNOB NOSTER 1 .xx 1 3,887 504 188 4,579 25,058 351 MISSILE WG 
IICHARDS GEBAUR ARS BELTON 2 4 359 280 643 379 91 C 442 FIGHTER WG (AFR) 
EFFERSON BARRACKS AGS ST LOUIS 2 2 66 0 68 135 ACFT CONTROVWARNING (ANG) 
AMBERT ST LOUIS IAP AGS ST ANN 2 20 419 21 460 49 131 FIGHTER WG (ANG) 

r, ,..Ah,. GSECE4!!S !,!E!,!OF?!M AD? AGS ELII w u  9 6 287 0 293 302 139 AIRLIFT GP ( N O )  

f -  
IONTANA 
IALMSTROM AFB GREAT FALLS 341 MISSILE WG Y 40% 



DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
AIR FORCE BASE STRUCTURE 

United States 
September 30,1993 

Budget 
I Activity category Total BRAC 

nstallation Name City Code Code Military Clvllian Other Total Acreaae Round Maior Unit-Activity Function 

GREAT FALLS IAP AGS GREAT FALLS 2 3 375 1 39 0 378 120 FIGHTER GP (ANG) 

NEBRASKA 
OFFUrr AFB BELLEVUE l m  1 9,788 1,424 870 12,082 3,492 ~ a s  USSTRATCOM d 3 0 70 
LINCOLN MUNICIPAL AIRPORT AGS LINCOLN 2 3 314 0 317 179 155 AREF GP (ANG) 

NEVADA 
NELLIS AFB 
RENO CANNON IAP AGS 
TONOPAH AS 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 
NEW BOSTON AS 
PEASE AGS 

NEW JERSEY 
MCGUlRE M B  
ATLANTIC CITY MAP AGS 

NEW MU(!CO 
CANNON AFB 
HOUOMAN AFB 
KIRTLAND AFB 

NEW YORK 
GRlFFlSS AFB 
PLAlTSBURGH AFB 
F.S GABRESKI AGS 
HANCOCK FIELD AGS 
NIAQARA FALLS IAP ARS 
ROSLYN A Q ~  
SrWCCTADY AIRPORT ACi6 
!jl  CWAIII IAI* Atif1 

LAS VEQAS l ~ u  1 7,065 1,429 917 10,311 22,115 FIGHTER WEAPONS CNTR J SO% 
RENO 2 3 333 0 336 123 152 RECON GP (ANG) 
TONOPAn 2 0 9 II 0 43 R6D ACTIVITIES 

MT VERNON 1 .n 2 24 56 116 196 2,873 ELECTRONICS SITE 
NEWINQTON 2 4 320 0 324 4,253 133 AREF GP (ANG) 

CLOVIS 1 .xx 1 
ALAMOGORDO 1 ~ a  1 
ALBUQUERQUE 1 .xx 1 

1 4,438 1,214 469 6,121 3,820 438 AIRLIFT WG 6 2 
2 7 371 0 378 286 177 FIGHTER GP (ANG) 

ROME 1 .xx 
PLAlTSBURGH 2.m 
WESTHAMPTON BCH 
NORTH SYRACUSE 
NIAGARA FALLS 
!?OSLV! 
GCHENECTADY 
NtW WINIJIIOII 

5,336 526 282 6,144 4,536 27 F:Ql-iTER K G  J 4070 
5,142 1,439 1,073 7,654 58,565 49 FIGHTER WG do % 
4,838 2,019 2,540 10,297 44,025 58 SPECIAL OPS WWAFOTEC To 70 

416BOMBWG 4 f070 
380 AREF WG 
106 RESCUE GP (ANG) 
174 FIGHTER WG (ANG) 
914 AlRLln  GP (AFR) 
273 COMBAT COMM SO (ANQ) 
,fjg &̂ niifi op is;=; 
I ~ M  Alnl ~n lip  AN^) 



DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
AIR FORCE BASE STRUCTURE 

United States 
September 30,1993 

Budget 

I 
Acliiity Category Total BRAC 

 stalla at ion Name City Code Code Military Civilian Other Total Acreage Round Major Unit-Activity Function 

IORTH CAROLINA 
OPE AFB 
IEYMOUR JOHNSON AFB 
LADIN AGS 
:HARLOllE/DOUGLAS IAP AGS 

1,875 23 WING g o  7- 
4,107 4WING 6 0 Q / D  

SPRING LAKE 
GOLDSBORO 
BADlN 
CHARLOTTE 

21 263 COMM SW118 COMM SQ (ANG) 
79 145 AIRLIFT GP (ANG) 

JORTH DAKOTA 
;RAND FORKS AFB 
AlNOT AFB 
ZAVALIER AS 
1ECTOR FIELD IAP AGS 

23,857 319 AREF WG io yo 
24,498 5 BOMB W-1 MISSILE WG 40 Yo 

650 MISSILE WARNING 
209 119 FIGHTER OP (Airiii) 

EMERADO 
MINOT 
iuieiii.iiAii.i 

F ARGO 

)HI0 
JEWARK AFB 
IICKENBACKER AGB 
YRIGHT-PATTERSON AFB 
;AMP PERRY AGS 
JlANSFlELD LAHM MAP AGS 
;PRlNGFIELD BECKLEY MAP AGS 
roLErm EXPRESS APT AGS 
IOUNGSTOWN-WARREN MAP ARS 

HEATH 
LOCKBOURNE 
FAIRBORN 
PORT CLINTON 
MANSFIELD 
SPRINGFIELD 
SWANTON 
VIENNA 

93 C LOGISTICSIAGMC 
93 R 121 AREF WG (ANG) 

AF MATERIEL COMMAND HQ 'I 
200 CIVIL ENGINEER SQ (ANG) 
179 AIRLIFT GP (ANG) 
178 FIGHTER GP (ANG) 
180 FIGHTER GP (ANG) 
010 AIRLIFT GP (AFR) 

3KLAHOMA 
ILTUS AFB 
rlNKER AFB 
lANCE AFB 
rULSA IAP AGS 
NlLL ROGERS WORLD APT AGS 
3REGON 
<LAMATH FALLS IAP ANG 
-Ann r&tn  # A D  APC -un I m.v a m .  "G, 

4,240 97 MOBILITY WG / i0 
4,808 AIR LOGISTICS CENTER 4 /o?o 
3,109 71 FLYING TRAINING WG L/ 40 P/o 

82 138 FIGHTER GP (ANG) 
1 33 137 AIRLIFT WG (ANG) 

ALTUS 
MIDWEST CITY 
ENID 
TULSA 
OKLAHOMA CITY 

KLAMATH FALLS 
PORTLAND 

1,072 114 FIGHTER SQ (ANG) 
246 142 FIGHTER QP (ANG) 

P. 

PENNSYLVANIA 
-tAR.RISBURG IAP AGS 39 193 SPECIAL OPERATIONS GP (ANG) 



DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
AIR FORCE BASE STRUCTURE 

United States 
September 30,1093 

Budget 
I Activity Categwy Total BRAC 

itallation Name City Code Military Civilian Other Total Aaeaae ~ o u n d  Major Unit-ktlvity Function 

ITSBURGH IAP ARS 
ILLOW GROVE ARS 

HODE ISLAND 
OVENTRY AGS 
ORTH SMITHFIELD AGS 
UONSET STATE AIRPORT AGS 

IOUTH CAROLINA 
HARLESTON AFB 
'HAW AFB 
(CENTIRE AGS 

iOUTH DAKOTA 
iLLSWORTH AFB 
OE FOSS FIELD AGS 

rENNESSEE 
iRN9L.E AS 
ACGHEE TYSON AIRPORT AGS I AEMPHIS U P  AGS 
JASHVILLE METROWLITAN APT AGS 

COVENTRY 
SLATERSVILLE 
N KINGSTON 

2 37 889 72 1,090 539 171 AREF WG (ANG) 
2 0 305 17 322 213 913 AIRLIFT QP (AFR) 

2 0 40 0 40 17 281 COMBAT COMM GP (ANG) 
2 0 47 0 47 41 ACFT CONTROLWARNING (ANG) 
2 6 272 0 278 78 143 AIRLIFT GP (ANG) 

Cov'7Cc-b u d b s x  / e N - ~ e r ~ ~  c t r r ) t ~ ~ f * ~  

CHARLESTON 2x11 4,359 1,158 307 g,&z  3,7% 4 8  ,&.!n~!fl WG J N * * Y  p b *  C A  1 
SUMTER 1 .M 1 6.574 599 259 6,432 3,387 20 FIGHTER WG J G 0 70 - 

EASTOVER 

BOX ELDER 
SIOUX FALLS 

MANCHESTER 
ALCO A 
OAKVILLE 
NASHVILLE 

2 5 368 0 393 2,473 169 FIGHTER GP (ANG) 

1 .xx 1 5,342 621 317 6,280 28,106 28BOMBWG c/ 50Y0 
? .. 4 290 0 303 1 66 114 FIGHTER GP (ANG) 

2 324 220 1,289 1,833 39,081 RhD ACTIVITY 
9 - 69 382 27 1 134 AREF GP (ANG) 0 451 
2 11 284 0 295 103 is AiiiifFT ':%P (*!G) 
2 5 337 0 342 85 1 18 AIRLIFT WG (ANG) 



DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
AIR FORCE BASE STRUCTURE 

United Stater 
September 30,1993 

Budget 
Aclivity Category Total BRAC 

I stallation Name City Code Code Military Civilian Other Total Acleaae ~ o u n d  Maior Unit-Actlvity Funclion 

EXAS 
ARSWELL ARB 
ERGSTROM ARS 
ROOKS AFB 
YESS AFB 
LDORADO AS 
LLINGTON FIELD AGS 

1 [ARLAND AGS 
,000FELLOW AFB 
ELLY AFB 
A PORTE AGS 
ACKLAND AFB 
AUGHLIN AFB 
ANDOLPH AFB 
EESE AFB 
HEPPARD M B  

ITAH 
IILL AFB 
ALT LAKE CITY IAP AGS 

'ERMONT 
URLINGTON IAP AGS 

'IRGINIA 
ANGLEY AFB 
rlCHMOND IAP AGS 

FORT WORTH 
AUSTIN 
SAN ANTONIO 
ABILENE 
ELDORA DO 
GENOA 
GARLAND 
SAN ANGEL0 
SAN ANTONIO 
LA PORTE 
SAN ANTONIO 
DEL RIO 
UNIVERSAL ClTY 
LUBBOCK 
WICHITA FALLS 

4.- 
lax  
lax  

1 .xx 
4ax 

3ax 
3ax 
3.xx 
3.xx 
3ax 

3,269 01 C 301 FIGHTER WB (AFR) 
4,073 424 FIGHTER GP 
1,310 HUMAN SYSTEMS CENTER 
6,367 7WlNG J 70 

129 PAVE PAWS 
21 6 147 FIGHTER GP (ANQ) 

6 254 COMBAT COMM SQ (ANG) 
1,130 17 TRAINING WQ 
4,668 .- AIR LOGISTICS CENTER 

1L 
--r maan+.n nn, r tr mu ma I AL uu ~MIWU) 

6,726 37 TRAINING WG / go 5 
4,524 47 FLYING TRAINING WG ' O 
3,120 AIR EDUCATION 6 TNG CMD Ha 
3,203 64 FLYING TRAINING WG 5% yo 
5.477 82 TRAINING WG 0 70 

CLEARFIELD 4 . x ~  1 8,180 037 5,032 14,159 946,002 83 R AIR LOGISTICS CENTER b 
SALT LAKE CITY 2 13 380 0 402 1 35 151 AREF GP (ANG) 

SO. BURLINGTON 2 4 380 0 384 241 158 FIGHTER GP (ANG) 

HAMPTON 1 .wx 1 0,007 1,965 439 11,411 5,382 AIR COMBAT CMD HO J b070 
SANDSTON 2 4 323 0 327 143 192 FIGHTER GP (ANG) 



DEPASTMENT OF DEFENSE 
AIR FORCE BASE STRUCTURE 

United States 
September 30,1993 

IASHINGTON 
4IRCHILD AFB 
CCHORD AFB 
)UR LAKES AGS 
'OKANE IAP AGS 

I 

EST VIRGINIA 
WRA SHEPHERD FIELD AGS 
AGER AIRPORT AGS 

Budget 
mtV ~ ~ W W  Total BRAC 

;tallation Name City e Military Civilian Other Total ~ c r p  ~~~~d Major Unit-Activity Function 

ISCONSIN 
IN MITCHELL IAP ARS 
IUAX FIELD AGS 

VOMING 
IEYENNE MAP AGS 
ANClS E. WARREN AFB 

AIRWAY HEIGHTS 1 .m 1 4,159 822 234 5,215 6,060 92BOMBWG 
TACOMA 2.m 1 4,610 1,249 221 6,080 5,745 62 AIRLIFT WG 6 0 70 
CHENEY 2 1 46 0 47 1 56 ACFT CONTROUWARNING (ANG) 
SPOKANE 2 2 41 0 43 79 242 COMBAT COMM SQ (ANG) 

MARTINSBURG 
CHARLESTON 

MILWAUKEE 
MADISON 

2 0 299 0 209 420 167 AIRLIFT GP (ANG) 
2 4 250 0 254 269 130 AIRLIFT GP [ANG! 

2 0 647 48 704 103 440 AIRLIFT WG (AFR) 
2 6 297 0 303 1 54 128 FIGHTER WG (ANG) 

CHEYENNE 2 5 259 0 264 70 153 AIRLIFT GP (ANG) 
CHEYENNE 1 ~ o c  1 3,506 578 156 4,240 19,916 20 AFI[K) MISSILE WING J o 70 



DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
AIR FORCE BASE STRUCTURE 

United States Territories and Possessions 
September 30,1993 

Budget 
Activity Category Total BRAC 

stallation Name City Code Round Major Unit-Activity Function 

UAM 
NDERSENAFB 

UERTO RlCO 
UERTO RlCO IAP AGS 

A W ,  GUAM 2 . x ~  1 2,367 582 12 2,061 20,340 633 AIR BASE WG 

SAN JUAN 2 5 310 0 324 84 156 FIGHTER GP (ANG) 



DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
MARINE CORPS BASE STRUCTURE 

United States 
September 30,1993 

LREONA 
lARlNE CORPS AIR STATION, YUMA YUMA 

I 

1.04 1 4,326 425 227 4,978 462,609 JET TNG 6 TAC AVIATION (3DMAW) /SOYO 

Budget 
Activity Category Total BRAC 

istallation Name City Code Code Military CIvilii3fI Other Total Acreaae Round Major Unit-Activity Function 

:ALIFORNIA 
IC AIR GROUND COMBAT CTR 29 PALMS PALM SPRINGS 1.04 1 9,953 750 652 11,355 595.589 COMBINED ARMS TNG,FMF GRND U N I T S ~ G O ~  
IC BASE, CAMP PENDLETON OCEANSIDE 1.04 1 35,047 2,297 1,715 38,059 186,471 FMF GRND UNITS/TRP TNGOPER SPTJ 40 70 
IC LOGISTICS BASE, BARSTOW BARSTOW 1.10 1 437 2,150 86 2,673 5,704 93R DEPOT MAINTISUPPLY 6 STORABE 
IC RECRUIT DEPOT, SAN DIEGO SAN DIEGO 3.01 1 2,442 290 562 3,294 432 

4 n  -=.-a r r-- 

RECRUIT TRAINING 
IC AIR STATION, EL TOR0 IRVINE 1 .M IV,IPO I , J l D  853 12,988 4,721 93C HQ 3RD MAWIJET TNGIOPER SPT 
IC AIR STATION, TUSTIN TUSTIN 1.04 1 4,721 30 0 4,760 1,681 91C MAG-1 WELO TRAlNlNOlOPER 

IISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
IARINE BARRACKS 8TH 6 I ST 

iEORGlA 
IC LOGISTICS BASE ICP 

WASHINGTON DC 1,097 41 0 1,138 5 CEREMONIES/SECURITY/INF BN 

ALBANY 1.10 2 928 2,092 lW 3,180 3826 DEPOT MAINTISUPPLY d STORAGUICP 

AWAll 
AMP H. M. SMITH HONOLULU 1.04 1 1,418 328 64 1,810 420 HQ MARFORPA€!!-!@ ('.!NPACI)!Q !PAS 
C AIR sTA?!ON, KAAEGHE BAY KAILUA i .i% 1 9,222 405 81410,441 33,918 1 ST MEBlJET 6 HELO TNG OPNS 

IlSSOURl 
ARINE CORPS SUPPORT ACTIVITY KANSAS an 4.01 2 47 67 o 114 99 LOGIADMIN INCLUDES DFAS 

EW YORK 
4RDEN CITY (1ST DISTRICT) NEW YORK 3.03 2 475 253 0 728 7 RECRUITING 

DaT H CAROLINA 
2 BASE, CAMP LEJEUNE JACKSONVILLE 1 .04 1 36,152 2,887 1,918 40,957 91,108 FMF GRND UNITMRP TNO!O?N SUP? ~h,? 

A ..a 2 AIR STATION, CHERRY PQ!NT HAVELGCK I.W i 8,713 4,477 498 13,688 30,012 HQ 2ND MAWIJET TNG 6 OPNSiNARF / goTO 



DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
MARINE CORPS BASE STRUCTURE 

United States 
September 30,1993 

Budget 
Activity Category Total BRAC 

stallation Name City Code Code Military Civilian Other Total Acreaae ~ound Major Unit-Activity Function 
I 

OUTH CAROLINA 
E RECRUIT DEPOT 
G AIR STATION, BEAUFORT 

'IRGINIA 
QMC, HENDERSON HALL 
IC COMBAT DEV COMMAND 

PARRIS ISLAND 3.01 1 2,171 590 312 3,073 8,080 RECRUIT TRAJNING 6 70 
BEAUFORT 1 .M 1 3,410 487 163 4,060 10,558 MAG-3lUET TNQOPN SUPPORT V ZOjb 

WASHINGTON DC 4.01 2 , 1,880 702 ni 2 . m  21 HQ USMC 
QUAMlCO 3.01 2 5,020 2,605 750 8,384 60,483 OFF PROF TNWSKIU T N W  INST 



Active Army Real Property 
For ay Bases 

Category of Installation: AMMO PRODUCTION-Active 

Base Name (4) 
- FY 1996- Over 300 Sq Ft Acres 

Military US Civilian USC? Bldgs Land 
lnsno Installation Name (1 1 (1 1 (1 1 (2) (2) 

PIN BLUFF ARSENAL 
($087 , PINE BLUFF ARSENAL 

- 

MCALESTER ARMY AMMUNITION 
40520 MCALESTER AAP 

RADFORD ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT 
51565 RADFORD AAP 
5 1 566 RADFORD AAP NEW RIVER 

HAWTHORNE ARMY AMMUNITION 
32225 HAWTHORNE AAP 

MILAN ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT 
47545 MTA MILAN AAP 
47475 MILAN AAP 

LAKE CITY ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT 
29405 LAKE CITY AAP 

HOLSTON ARMY AMMUNlTlON PLANT 
~71n: -. I JVII w!l!+S!D!4 AM' 

LONE STAR ARMY AMMUNlTlON PLANT 
48305 LONE STAR AAP 

IOWA ARMY AMMUNlTlON PLANT 
19105 1OWA.AAP 

Sources: (1) Aug 94 ASlP based on 16 Hoy 94 SAWS; Totots represent t o t a l  M i l l t o r y / W  ~ i v i l i m r  (US c i v i l  service or fquivalcnt)  
(2 )  HOlFS - June 94 
(3) RFMIS/REMIS Jon 1994 (Leare Doto shorn I s  fo r  INSNO lutches) 
( 4 )  Base-Installation l i s t  versjon 94-4 

Page 1 

Lease 
Cost MkCOM 

AMCIAMCCC 

AMCIAMCCC 

AMCIAMCCC 

AMCIAMCCC 

AMCIAMCCC 

AMCIAMCCC 

AMCIAMCCC 

AMCIAMCCC 



Active Arm1 -.peal Property 
For  my Ba8er 

Category of Installation: AMMO PRODUCTION-Inactive 

DUPU Iva l l lw  '-1 
FY 1996- Over 300 Sq ~t 

. . . . . . . . Militaw US Civilian USC? Bldas 
Acres 
Land 

(2) 

Lease 
Cost MACOM 

insno ~nsta~lat~on ~ a m e  (1) - (1 ) (1 1 ( 6  

ROCKY MOUNTAIN ARSENAL 
,08605 ROCKY MOUNTAIN ARSENAL 
08660 ROCKY MOUNTAIN ARSENAL 

MISSISSIPPI ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT 0 102 
283 10 MISSISSIPPI AAP 

AMCIAMCCC 

TWIN CITIES ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT 0 78 
27650 TWIN CITIES AAP 

AMCIAMCCC 
32.8SO 

BADGER ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT 
55 125 BADGER AAP 

AMCIAMCCC 
32.3% 

LONGHORN ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT 1 28 
483 15 LONGHORNAAP 

AMCIAMCCC 

KANSAS ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT 
20325 KANSAS AAP 

AMCIAMCCC 

SCRANTON ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT 1 
42755 SCRANTON AAP l2 1 I 

AMCIAMCCC 

RAVENNA ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT 0 11 
39747 RAVENNA AAP 

AMCIAMCCC 

NEWPORT ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT 
18375 NEWPORT AAP 

AMCIAMCCC 

SUNFLOWER ARMY AMMUNlTlON 
20655 SUNFLOWER AAP 

AMCIAMCCC 

- Sources: (1) Aug 94 ASlP on 16 May 94 S W S ;  Totals reprorent t o t a l  n i l i t a r y f l t  c i v i l i n r  (US c i v t l  ~ o r v i c o  or ~ q ~ i v s l m t )  
(2) HPlFS - Juw 94 
(3) RlMlS/REMlS - Jan lW4 (Lorro D r t r  r h o n  t r  for  INSNO matchor) 
( 4 )  I r r o - l n s t r l l a t i o n  l t r t  v o r r i m  94-4 0911 419L 

GAC 





Active Army Real Property 
For A. ,ny Bases 

Category of Installation: AMMO STORAGE 

Base Name (4) - FY 1996- Over 300 Sq Ft Acres Lease 
Milltary US Civilian USC? Bldgs Land Cost MACOM 

lnsno Installation Name (1) (1) (1 (2) (2) (3) 

TOOELE ARMY DEPOT 
49575 TOOELE ARMY DEPOT 
49245 TOOELE ARMY DEPOT SOUTH AREA 

I 

49555 TOOELE ARMY DEPOT RR MAINT 

SIERRA ARMY DEPOT 
06815 SIERRA ARMY DEPOT 

BLUE GRASS ARMY DEPOT 
2 1045 BLUE GRASS ACTIVITY-LBAD 

SAVANNA ARMY DEPOT ACTIVITY 
17795 SAVANNA DEPOT ACT 

PUEBLO ARMY DEPOT ACTIVITY 
08505 PUEBLODEPOTACT 
0872A USARC PUEBLO, CO 

SENECA ARMY DEPOT 
36760 SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

UMAT!LLA ARMY DEPOT ACTIVITY 
41725 UMATILLA DEPOT ACT 

CAMP STANLEY STORAGE FACILITY 
48545 STANLEY CAMP STOR ACTV 

AMCIDESCO 

AMCIDESCC 

AMCIDESCC 

. Sources: (1) Aug 94 ASlP based on 16 Hey 94 SAMAS; Totels represent to te l  Hi l i t rry/U$ C i v l l i u w  (US C i v i l  Service or Equivalent) 
(2) HQlFS - June 94 
( 3 )  RfMlS/REMlS - Jan lWC (Lease Date s h o n  ir for  lNSWO u t c h e r )  
( 4 )  Base-lrutrl letfon I l e t  version 94-4 

AMCIDESCC 
s 2,500 

AMCIDESCC 
S 108 

AMCIDESCC 

AMCIDESCC 

09114/9* 
GAC Page 4 



Active Army. - Real Property 
p or hY Bases 

Category of Installetion: C2/ADMIN SUPPORT 

- FY 1996- Over 300 Sq Ft Acres Lease 
Base Name (4) Military US Civilian USC? Bldgs Land Cost MACOM 

lnsno Installation Name (1 1 (0 (1 1 (2) (2) (3) 

FORT MEADE 11,876 24.81 8 MDW 

24355 FORT GEORGE G MEADE 8,944,101 5,580 $720 

I FORT BELVOlR 
51 105 USA FORT BELVOLR 
24050 OUTER MARKER 

MDW 
10,060,331 8,655 $3 16,460 

0 1 

FORT MCPHERSON . 1,467 2,166 
13115 FT MCPHERSON 1,862,22 1 494 

13116 ARMY RECR AREA LAKE ALLATOONA 45,622 85 

FORSCOM 

FORT SHAFTER 1,460 1,772 USARPAC 

15375 KILAUEA MIL RESERVE iS3,djO 68 5.2 
15835 FORT SHAFTER 2,881,949 590 $2,807,190 
15005 ALl AMANU MIL RES 5,237,007 535 
15395 KIPAPA AMMO STORAGE SITE 209,297 40 1 
15585 MAUNA KAPU COMM SITE 2,502 16 

FORT MONROE 
5 1360 FORT MONROE 
51 108 BIG BETHEL RESERVOIR 

879 1,682 * TRADOC 
2,058,177 570 $495,274 

39,691 500 

FORT RlTCHlE 1,061 1,110 MDW 

24625 FT RlTCHlE 1,3 17,860 638 $342 

24626 FT RlTCHlE QUIRAUK STA A 6,372 4 $1,500 
06175 HF SANTA ROSA 5,537 69 
24375 MICROWAVE STA DAMASCUS 3,3 13 3 I 42745 FT RlTCHlE RAVEN ROCK SITE 604,915 716 

I FORT MYER 
si3-is ---- . - -n 

I - 
P U K I  MTCK 

Sourcer: ( 1 )  Aug 94 A S l P  bared on 16 May 94 SAMAS; Totrlr r w r e r m t  total  Hlllt8ry/US C lv i l l uw  (US c iv i l  service or Equivalent) 
( 2 )  HQlFS - JUM 94 . . 
( 3 )  RFMlS/REMIS - Jan 1994 (Leare Data rhon Ir for INSNO u tcher )  
( 4 )  Bare-lnstaltatlon llrt varriar 94-4 

MDW 

0911 4194 
GAC F Page 5 



Base Name (4) 

lnsno Installation Name 

Actlvo Army Real Property 
For A,.cy Bases 

Cetegory of Instellellon: CWADMIN SUPPORT 
- FY 1989- Over 300 Sq Ft Acres Lease 

Military US Civilian USC? Bldgs Land Cost MACOM 
(1 (1 (1) (2) (2) (3) 

FORT BUCHANAN 
RQ327 FORT BUCHANAN 

I RQ740 USARC Ff BUCHANAN 

FORT GILLEM 
13015 FORT GILLEM 

FORT TOTTEN 
36790 TOlTEN FORT 

FORT HAMILTON 
36325 HAMILTON FORT 

US ARMY GARRISON, SELFRIDGE 302 163 
26740 US ARMY GARRISON SELFRIDGE 
26735 SEBILLE MANOR Ri MlCHIGAN 

CHARLES MELVIN PRICE SUPPORT 150 145 
17255 CHARLES MELVIN PRlCE SPT CTR 
17881 C M PRlCE SUPPORT CT 192 USARC 

C!-!.4RLES E KELLY SUPPORT FACILITY 139 141 
42500 NEVILLE ISLAND MNT SUP FAC 
42562 OAKDALE SPT FAC ANNEX 62 
42563 OAKDALE SPT FAC ANNEX 63 
426 10 OAKDALE SPT FAC 

PRESIDIO OF SAN FRANCISCO 
0678 1 SAN FRAN PRES OF 
06295 FT MASON 

FORSCOM 
$14,701 
$28,800 

FORSCOM 

FORSCOM 

FORSCOM 
$47,000 

AMClATCOr 

FORSCOM 

FORSCOM 

Sources: (1) A u g  % ASlP bared on 16 Hay 94 SAIUS; Totals represent to ta l  H i l i ta ry / l l l  C l v l l l n r  (US Clv i l  Service or Equivalent) 
(2)  HQlFS - J w  94 
(3) RFMIS/REMIS Jan l W 4  ;leare Data rh- lr for  INSNO matcher) 
(4) Bare-Installation l l r t  verrlan 94-4 0911 4/94 

GAC 
Page 6 



Active Army - Real Property 
For ciy Base 

Category of Installation: 8 LOSURE 

Base Name (4) 

lnsno Installation Name 

- FY 1998- Over300 Sq Ft Acres Lease 
Military US Civilian USC? Bldgs Land Cost MACOM 

(1) (0 (1 1 (2) (2) (3) 

VlNT HILL FARMS STATION 308 779 
5 1855 VlNT HlLL FARMS STATION . , 

I 

JEFFERSON PROVING GROUND 0 2 
18255 JEFFERSON PROVING GROUND 

FORT HOLABIRD 0 0 
24275 HOLABlRD DEF INVESTIGATION FAC 

ARMY MATERIELS TECHNOLOGY 0 0 
25965 ARMY MATERIALS TECHNOLOGY LAB 

.r r ..-CIA.* A I . I S A . #  

GAMtKUN 3 I H I IVN 

51115 CAMERON STATION 

MDW 
140,242 15 $3 1 

. Sources: (1)  Aug 94 ASlP based on 16 May 94 SAMAS; Totals represent to ta l  H i l i t a r y ~  C i v i l i n r  (US Civi l  Service or Equivrlant) 
(2 )  HQlfS - June 94 
(3 )  RFWIS/REMIS - Jan lW4 (Lease Dmta shown I s  for INSNO metches) 

I (6) Base-InstaLlatlon l i s t  version 94-4 

Page 7 



Base Name (4) 

lnsno Installation Name 

Active Army - -Real Property 
For A,,,iy Barma 

Category of Installation: COMMODITY 

- M 1996- Over 300 Sq Ft Acres Lease 
Military US Civilian USC? Bldgs Land Cost MACOM 

(1) (1) I 111 (2) 121 (3) 

REDSTONE ARSENAL 
01202 REDSTONE ARSENAL 

ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL 521 8,072 
17775 ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL 6,647,529 89 1 

FORT MONMOUTH 1,327 7,341 
34555 MONMOUTH FORT MAIN POST 3,328,502 637 $15,789,964 
34556 MONMOUTH FORT CHAS WOOD 2,313,601 512 
34558 MONMOUTH FORT EVANS 46 1,608 253 
3456 1 MONMOUTH FORT WAYSIDE 6.305 703 

DETP,O!T ARSENAL 4-4  A I C  
I I* 4,u30 : 

26 155 DETROIT ARSENAL 1,772,182 26 1 $184,691 
26 156 DETROIT ARSENAL TANK PLANT 1,148,981 8 1 
26 158 DETROIT ARSENAL ACRES HOUSING 18.392 7 

PICATINNY ARSENAL 
34855 PICATINNY ARSENAL 

FORT DETRICK 
24225 DETRICK FORT 

ARMY RESEARCH LABORATORY 23 1,185 * 
24234 US ARMY ADELPHI LAB CENTER 659,397 137 
24235 ADELPHI BLOSSOM PT TEST AREA 1 17,038 1,600 
51 185 ADELPHI WOODBRIDGE RES FAC 74,857 579 

NATICK RESEARCH, DEV AND ENG CTR 121 1,100 
25464 NATICK R&D CENTER NEEDHAM HSG 20,120 6 $13,500 
25345 NATICK R&D CENTER HUDSON HSG &%,?R& !34 
25690 NATICK RES DEV & ENG CEN'IER 842,862 78 

Sources: (1) Aug 94 ASlP based on 16 May 94 SWS;  Totals represent to ta l  Milltary/Us C i v i l i u u  (US C i v i l  Service or Equivalent) 
(2) nalrs - JUM PS 

AMCIAMCCC 

MEDCOM 

AMCIARL 

(3)  RFMlS/REMlS - Jan lW4 (Lease Data rhowr i s  for INSNO wtcher)  
(4 )  Base- lmta l l r t ion  l i s t  version 94-4 

Page 8 

0911 4/94 
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Active Army,=,Real Property 
For G y  Bare8 

Category of Installation: COMMODlTY 

Base Name (4) 
- FY 1990- Over 300 Sq Ft Acres Lease 

Military US Civilian USC? Bldgs Land Cost MACOM 
lnsno Installation Name (1) (1) (1 1 (2) (2) (3) 

COLD REGIONS RESEARCH 
I 

33450 USA COLD REGIONS RE LAB 

. Sources: (1 )  A y  94 ASlP based on 16 nay 94 SACUS; l o t a l r  represent to ta l  Hll ltrry/US C i v l l l w w  (US C l v i l  service or Equivmlent) 
( 2 )  nwrs  - JW 94 
( 3 )  RrMlS/REMlS - Jan 1994 (Lease Data rhowr I 8  for IWSMO u t c h e r )  
(4) Base-lnrtallrt lon lirt version 94-4 

USACE 

0911419c 
GAC 
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Base Name (4) 

Active Army Real Property 
For A, .,ry Bases 

- FY 1986- Over 300 Sq Ft Acres Lease . .  . 

Military US Civilian USC? ~ l d ~ s  Land Cost MACOM 
lnsno Installation Name (1) (1 (1 1 (2) (2) (3) 

RED RIVER ARMY DEPOT 
48245 HF RAD DENTON 
48515 RED RIVER ARMY DEPOT 

ANNISTON ARMY DEPOT 
01012 ANNISTON ARMY DEPOT 

TOBYHANNA ARMY DEPOT 
42780 TOBYHANNA ARMY DEPOT 

LETTERKENNY ARMY DEPOT 
42345 LE'TTERKENNY ARMY DEPOT 

AMCIDESCO t 

AMCIDESCOI 

Sources: (1) Aug 94 ASlP based on 16 Hay 94 SAWAS; Totalr reprerent to ta l  Hl l i tary/UI  Clvll lana (US C l v i l  Service or Equivalent) 
(2)  HQlFS - Jvw 91 
(3 )  RFHIS/REMIS - Jan lW4 (Lease Data r h o n  ir for INSNO w t c h m )  
( 4 )  Base-lnstallrt ion l i s t  version 94-4 09/14/94 

GAC Page 10 



Active Army Real Property 
For A, tny Bases 

Category of Installation: lNDUSTRlAL FAClLlTIES 

Base Name (4) - FY 1996- Over300 Sq Ft Acres Lease 
Military US Civlllan USC? Bldgs Land Cost MACOM 

lnsno Installation Name (1 (1) (1) (2) (2) (3) 

WATERVLIET ARSENAL 
36990 WATERVLIET ARSENAL 

LIMA ARMY TANK PLANT 
39335 LIMA ARMY TANK PLT 

STRATFORD ARMY ENGINE PLANT 
09540 ' STRATFORD ARMY ENG PLT 

Sources: (1) Aug 94 ASlP b r e d  on 16 May 94 SAIIAS; Totals repr rsmt  t o t a l  Mllltery/llS C i v l l l m a  (US C l v l l  Srrv lcr  or Equivslmt)  
(2 )  MQlFS - Jme 94 
(3)  RFMlS/REMlS - Jan 1994 (Lease Data s h o n  I s  fo r  lWSN0 mtchrs)  
( 4 )  Base-lnstaII8tlon I l s t  version 94-4 

DEFENSE 
. -. 

09/14/94 
GAC 



Actlve Army - Real Property 
For A,. .dy Bases 

Cetegory of /nstel/et/on: MAJOR TRA/N/NG AREA 

Base Name (4) 
- FY 1006- / Over 300 ~q FI Acres Lease 

Military US Civilian USC? Bldgs Land Cost MACOM 
lnsno Installation Name (1) (1) (1) (2) (2) (3) 

FORT POLK 
22725 FORT POLK 

FORT MCCOY 
55425 MCCOY FORT 

FORT DIX 886 1,511 4 

34245 D M  FORT 9,097,070 31,072 

FORT IRWIN 4,494 1,141 4 

0605 1 BARSTOW OUTREACH CENTER 2,450 0 
06225 NTC AND FORT IRWIN, CA 6,063,952 636,181 

FORT INDIANTOWN GAP 139 46i e 

42305 INDIANTOWN GAP FORT 4,277,994 17,902 
42873 USARC FORT INDIANTOWN GAP 25,980 13 

FORT HUNTER-LIGGETT 408 425 4 

06205 FORT HUNTER LIGGEIT 777,8 1 1 164,762 
06255 LOCKWOOD ARMY COMM FACILITY 1,240 0 

FORT CHAFFEE 
03025 -.. * -"PC .-Am-,. ~nmrcc  run I 

FORT PICKETT 
51535 FORT PlCKElT VA 

FORSCOM 
S4,489,10 1 

FORSCOM 
$1,077,276 

FORSCOM 

FORSCOM 

FORSCOM 

TRADOC 

FORT GREELY 458 237 
02 110 BLACK RAPIDS ROCK CLIMB 
02135 BLACK RAPIDS TRAlNlNG SITE 
02322 GERSTLE RVR ARTIC TEST 
0254 1 cnaT EDCCI v L ur\ 1 U L U d b U .  

FORSCOM 

USARPAC 

Sources: (1) Aug 94 ASlP bared on 16 May 94 E M S ;  Totrlr rrprerrnt total  Rt l i tary/ lN C i v l l l w  (US Clv l l  Service or Equlvalmt) 
(2)  HQlFS - J v w  94 

0911 4/94 
GAC 

(3) RFMIS/REMIS - Jan 1WC (Lease Data r h o n  Ir for IWSW nrtcher) 
(4) Bare- l ruta l la t lm llrt version 94-4 
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7 Active Armyc-Real Property 
For A, ,ny 8a808 

Categoly of Installation: MANEUVER 

Base Name (4) - FY leas- Over 300 

lnsno Installation Name (1 1 (1 1 (1) 
Military US Civilian USC? 

FORT BRAGG 43,763 4,976 
37225 BRAGG FT 
37228 BRAGG IT RECR CEN 02 
37445 MACKALL CAMP 
37450 MCKINNEY FlSH HATCHERY HOFFMAN 
37680 RADIO BEACON SITE SAAF 
37808 STANDBY MANEUVER AREA HOFFMAN 

FORT HOOD 
48255 HOOD FORT 
48370 NG NORTH FORT HOOD 

FORT LEWIS 17,915 3,670 * 
53213 BO'ND(NNC."7iiE C- 

53465 FORT LEWIS 
53365 HUCKLEBERRY CREEK MT TNG SITE 

FORT CAMPBELL 
21 145 IT CAMPBELL KY 
47155 FT CAMPBELL TN 

FORT STEWART 
13305 FORT STEWART GA 

FORT CARSON 
08005 CARSON FORT 
OM07 PINON CANYON 

FORT RILEY 
20605 RILEY FORT 

Bldgs 
(2) 

Acres Lease 
Land Cost MACOM 

(2) (3) 

FORSCOM 
142,126 $88,422 

4 
7,792 

7 
1 
93 

FORSCOM 
217,345 $180,956 

82 

FORSCOM 
3,840 522,225 
86,177 3 10,9 11 
5,000 

FORSCOM 
36,596 $43,320 
68,474 $262,799 

FORSCOM 
270,282 

FORSCOM 
137,404 5 19,800 
235,896 

14,893 2,171 1 FORSCOM 
13,798,7 12 100,676 $1 11,600 

Sources: (1) Aug 94 ASlP bared on 16 May 94 SAMAS; Totr l r  roprerent t o t r l  Milltary/ll( C i v i l i n r  (Ut c i v i l  Service or Equivalent) 
(2) HQIFS - June 94 
(3)  RFHlS/REHlS - Jan 1004 (Leare Data r h w n  ir for  INSNO wtcher)  .- I 

(4) Bare-Installation I t r t  verrton 94-4 

Page 14 
\ 



Active Armv . Real Property 
For L m y  Bases 

Category of Installation: MANEUVER 

Base Name (4) - M 1996- Over300 Sq Ft Acres 
. . . . . .  .. Militaw US Civilian USC? Bldgs Land lnsno lnstaiiation ~ a m e  (1) - (1) (1 1 ( 2 i  (2) 

FORT DRUM 
36205 FORT DRUM 

SCHOFIELD BARRACKS 
IS225 KAHUKU TNG AREA 
15325 KAWAILOA 
15545 MAKUA MIL RESERVE 
15025 W AFB 
15032 DILLINGHAM MIL RES 
151 15 HELEMANO RAD REC STA 
15815 SCHOFIELD BKS MIL RESERVE 
15880 USA FIELD STATION KUNIA 

FORT RICHARDSON 2,301 1,294 
0278 1 FORT RlCHARDSON 7,607,933 7 1,495 
02789 SEWARD RECREATION AREA 33,669 13 
02349 GULKANA ARMY SITE 0 3 8 
02478 NG CAMP CARROLL ATS 154,947 134 
02480 CAMP DENALI ATS 27,988 263 

FORT WAINWRIGHT 4,603 
02262 FAIRBANKS PERMAFROST STATION 
0287 1 -w*i N-w-NGH,r 

02222 DIKE RANGE 
02357 HARDING LAKE RECREATION 
02975 YUKON COMMAND TRAINING SITE 

HUNTER ARMY AIRFIELD 3,923 443 
13070 HUNTER ARMY AIRFIELD 3,309,139 5.65 1 
13071 HUNTER ILS OUTER MARKER 22 1 2 
13072 HUN'lTR ILS MIDDLE MARKER 22 1 0 

Sources: (1 )  Aug 94 ASlP bared on 16 Hay 94 SAMAS; to ta ls  rrpcrsrnt to ta l  Mll ltarylUS C l v l l l u ~  (US C l v l l  Srrvicr or Equivalent) 
(2)  HQlFS - Juw 94 
(3)  RFHlS/REMlS - Jan 1994 (Leare Data show I s  for  INSWO mtchrs) 
( 4 )  Barr- l rut8\ \at ton l f s t  vrrr lon 91-4 

Lease 
Cost MACOM 

(31 

FORSCON 
$18,907,200 

USARPAC 
S650,OOO 
S200,ooo 

USARPAC 
S I 

s 1 0 , m  

USARPAC 
$5, loo 

$10,427,915 

0911 415 
. GAC '. 
1- 
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Base Name ('1 
lnsno Installation Name 

Active Arnry P ctal IJroparly 
For At 3 Base8 

Category of Installation: MANEUVER 
- FY 1996- Over 300 Sq Ft Acres Lease 

Military US Civilian USC? Bldgs Land Cost MACOM 
(1 (1) (1 1 (2) (2) (3) 

YAKIMA FIRING CENTER 
53995 YNCIMA FIRING CENTER 

POHAKULOA 31 91 
15705 POHAKULOA TRAINING AREA 
15295 KAWAIHAE MIL RESERVE 

FORSCOM 
609,224 262,014 

USARPAC 
296,942 108,792 $21,088 

0 12 

Sources: (1) Aug 94 ASlP bared on 16 May 94 W E ;  Totals reprerent to ta l  Mi l i ta ryNS C i v i l i m  (US C i v i l  Service or  Equivalent) 
(2)  HOlfS - J u n  94 
(3) RFMlS/REMlS - Jan 1994 (Lease Data r h o n  ir for  INSNO u t c h a r )  
( 4 )  Base-lnrtellation l i s t  verrlon 91-4 0911 4/94 

GAC Page 16 



Active Army Real property 
For Ah.,y Bacres 

Category of Installation: MEDICAL CENTER 

Base Name (4) - FY 1996- Over 300 Sq Ft Acres Lease 
Military US Civilian USC? Bldgs Land Cost MACOM 

lnsno installation Name (1) (1) (1 (2) (2) (3) 

WALTER REED ARMY MEDICAL 2,797 3,723 MEDCOM 
11865 REED WALTER AMC MAIN POST 5,164,086 113 $393,368 
24605 REED WALTER AMC FOREST GLEN 909,054 164 
24606 REED WALTER AMC GLENHAVEN 269,149 2 1 

FlTZSlMONS ARMY MEDICAL CENTER 1,366 1,748 1 MEDCOM 
08055 FITZSLMONS ARMY MEDICAL CNTR 2,862,298 652 $121,200 

TRIPLER ARMY MEDICAL CENTER 1,204 1,268 I USARPAC 
15875 TAMC 2,189,960 367 

Sources: (1) Aug 94 ASlP based on 16 Hay % SWS; 1otaLs rrpresmt to ta l  Ml l l ta ry l l l t  C i v l l l w v  (Ut C l v i l  Service or Equivalent) 
(2)  HQlFS - JW 94 
(3 )  RFMlS/REMlS - Jan l W 4  (Lease Data shom I s  for INSNO n t c h . r )  

I 
I 

( I)  Bare-Installation List version 94-4 0911 4/94 
GAC 





Active Army -\Real Property 
For A.4y Bases 

Category of Installation: PROFESSIONAL EDUCA TlON 

Base Name (4) - FY 1996- Over300 Sq Ft Acres Lease 
Milltary US Civilian USC? Bldgs Land Cost MACOM 

lnsno Installation Name (1 (1) (1) (2) (2) (3) 

WEST POINTISTEWART MILITARY 
36250 GALEMLLE ARMY TRAINING SITE 
36777 STEWART ANNEX 
36993 WEST POINT MIL RESERVATION 

FORT LEAVENWORTH 
20395 LEAVENWORTH FORT 

FORT LESLEY J. MCNAIR 
1 1605 FORT LESLEY J MCNAIR 

CARLISLE BARRACKS 
42155 CARLISLE BARRACKS 

TRADOC 
7,000 $219,552 

MDW 
98 

Sources: (1) Aug 96 A S l P  b r e d  on 16 May 94 SAIUS; Totala roprarmt t o t a l  Hi l i tary /UL C i v l l i m  (US C i v i l  torvico or  Equivalent) 
(2) HPIFS - Juw 94 

TRADOC 
403 S 10 

(3) RFMlS/REMlS - Jan lWC (Loerr Data a h o n  i a  for  INSYO r t c h e r )  
0 )  Base-Installation l i s t  w r a l a n  94-4 0911 4/94 
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Actlvo Army qool Property 
For An,.j Baa08 

Category of Installation: PROVING GROUNDS 

Baa. Norne (4) -?Y IN@- Owr 300 Sq Ft Acree Lease 
Mllltary US Clvlllan UBC? Bldga Land Coat MACOM 

lnsno Installation Name (1 (1) (1 ) (2) (21 (31 

ABERDEEN PROVING GROUND 6,289 6,787 
240 15 ABERDEEN PROVlNG GROUND 

WHITE SANDS MISSILE RANGE 814 3,143 
08250 MENEFEE PEAK CO I 

35955 WHITE SANDS MlSSLE RANGE NM 
49350 GREEN RIVER TEST COMPLEX UT 
04788 ST JOHNS RADAR SITE AZ 
16690 IDAHO LAUNCH COMPLEX ID 
482 10 EL PAS0 SITE TX 

YUMA PROVING GROUND 
01985 YUMA PROVlNG GROUND 

DUGWAY PROVING GROUND 
49295 DUGWAY PROVING G R O W  

'sources: (0 A y  94 A S l P  based on 16 May 94 MIUS; Total8 represent to ta l  Ililltary/l)l C l v l l l u w  (US C t v l l  Service or Equlvr lmt)  
( 2 )  HPlfS - Juw 94 
( 3 )  RFI(IVREW1S - Jan 1994 (Laore Data shown I s  for  INSW wtchos) 
(4) Base- Intattat ion llrt veralon 94-4 

AMCITECOM 
$581 

AMCKECOM 
$150 

$503,474 
S 1,440 

AMCITECOM 
$220 

0911 4/94 
GAC 



Active Army .Teal Property 
For Ah,/ Bases 

Category of Installation: RESERVE SUPPORT 

Base Name (4) 
- FY 1996- Over 300 Sq Ft Acres Lease 

Military US Civilian USC? Bldgs Land Cost MACOM 
lnsno Installation Name (1 1 (1 1 (1) (2) (2) (3) 

FORT DEVENS 
25145 DEVENS FORT 
25151 FT DEVENS TRNG ANNEX SUDBURY 

SACRAMENTO ARMY DEPOT 
06765 SACRAMENTO ARMY DEPOT 
06767 USARC SACRAMENTO 

FORT DE RUSSY 
15035 DE RUSSY FORT 

VANCOUVER BARRACKS 
53975 VANCOUVERBARRACKS 

CAMP PARKS 
06685 CAMP PARKS RC TRAINING AREA 

RIO VISTA ARMY RESERVE TRAINING 
06725 N O  VlSTA USARC 

FORT BENJAMIN HARRISON 
18175 HARRlSON FORT BENJAMIN 

FORSCOM 
9,283 $73 
2,292 

USARPAC 
74 

FORSCOM 
57 

FORSCOM 
2,307 

FORSCOM 
28 

Sources: (1) Aug 94 ASIP based on 16 May 94 SAWAS; l o t a l a  rrpresrnt to ta l  n l l f t a r y / W  C l v l l f n r  (US C l v f l  Service or Equfvalent) 
(2 )  HQlFS - JW 94 
(3 )  RFMlS/REMlS - Jan lW4 (lease Data shown fa for I Y U l O  match-) 
( 4 )  Base-lnrtallatlon llrt verafon 94-4 

TRADOC 
2,501 S 149,604 
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Active Army - qeal Property 
For An..i Baa88 

Categov 01 /n8tallet/on: TRAINING SCHOOLS 

Base Name (4) - FY 1896- 
Military US Clvllian 

(1) (1) 

Over 300 Sq ~t Acres 
Land 

(2) 

Lease 
Cost MACOM 

(3) 
lnsno Installation Name 

FORT SAM HOUSTON 
48265 FORT SAM HOUSTON 
48159 CANYON LAKE RECREATION AREA 

USC? ~ l d ~ s  
(1) (2) 

FORSCOM 
$20 

FORT BLISS 
48125 BLISS FORT 
35125 BLISS FORT AAA RANGES 

TRADOC 
$27 

FORT BENNING 
13025 FORT BENNING GA 
01022 FORT BENNING AL 
01 121 EXCHANGE SVC WHSE MONTGOMERY 
:2045 SESTIN MORENO POINT 
13080 LOUVALE OUTER hURlCER 

TRADOC 
$3,900 

FORT KNOX 
21405 FORT KNOX TRADOC 

S1,231,180 

FORT LEE 
51315 FORT LEE TRADOC 

$5 

FORT HUACHUCA 
04005 HUACHUCA FORT 
0401 1 HUACHUCA FI' WILLCOX AREA 
04009 HUACHUCA FT GILA BEND AREA 

TRADOC 
$4,803 
$1.200 

FORT RUCKER 
0 1252 FORT RUCKER AL 
01010 ALLEN STAGEFIELD AL 
01032 CAIRNS BASEFIELD AL 
01060 GOLDBERG STAGFE!ELD .A& 

01070 HUNT STAGEFIELD AL 

TRADOC 
$179,916 

s a ~ ~ . @ :  (1) Au9 94 AsIP b8a.d a 16 May 94 SAMS; Total8 r p n 8 e n t  total M I l l t 8 r y m  Clv1l l .r  (US Clv l l  Service or Equlv8Lmt) 
(2)  H O l f S  - Juw 94 
(3) R ~ M I S A E M I S  - Jan lW4 ( l e a u  omta a h a n  I 8  for tlSW r t c h m )  
( 4 )  Bare-instat lation l l r t  verr lm Oi-4 

Paae 22 



Active A r m D a l  Property 
For Bases 

Base Name (4) 

lnsno Installation Name 

Category of Installation: TRAINING SCHOOLS 
- FY 1996- Over 300 Sq Ft Acres 

Military US Civilian USC? Bldgs Land 
(1) (1) (1) (2) (2) 

HIGHBLUFF STAGEFIELD AL 
HIGHFALLS STAGEFIELD AL 
LOUISVILLE STAGEFIELD AL 
BROWN (4B) STAGEFIELD AL 
STINSON (5AB) STAGEFIELD AL 
IOC STAGEFIELD AL 
RT-330 (RIDGELINE 04) AL 
RT-33 1 (RIDGELINE 03) AL 
RT-332 (WGELINE 0 1) AL 
RT-333 (RIDGELINE 02) AL 
RT-334 (RIDGELINE 06) AL 
RT-335 (RIDGELINE 05) AL 
RT-336 (RIDGELINE 08) AL 
SHELL STAGEFIELD AL 
SKELLY STAGEFIELD AL 
RUNKLE STAGEFIELD AL 
TAC X STAGEFIELD AL 
TOTH STAGEFIELD AL 

FORT SILL 17,665 2,668 (I 

40755 FORT SILL OK 14,556,347 94,222 
40505 ARMED SVCS YMCA(USO),LAWTON,OK 11,381 1 

FORT EUSTlS 
51215 EUSTlS FORT 

FORT JACKSON 
45455 JACKSON FORT 

FORT GORDON 
13055 R GORDON 
!2"0 IT CK!P-WN RECR A-!E_A_ 

Sources: (1) Aug 94 ASlP based on 16 May 94 S m S ;  fotatr  roprerent to ta l  n f l l t a r y / W  C l v l l l n r  (US C l v l l  Service or Equlvalmt) 
(2 )  HPlFS - J w  94 
(3)  RFHlS/REMlS - Jon 1994 (Lease Data r h o n  ir for IWSIIO wtches) 
( 6 )  Base-lnstrl lation l i s t  verslon 94-4 

Lease 
Cost MACOM 

TRADOC 
$30 1 

TRADOC 

TRADOC 

TRADOC 
$998 
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Base Name (4) 

lnsno Installation Name 

Actlve Army yea1 Property 
For A ~ I U U ~  Bases 

Category ol Inrtrllet~on: TRAINING SCHOOLS 
- FY 1996- Over 300 Sq Ft Acres Lease 

Military US Clvillan USC? Bldgs Land Cost MACOM 
(1) (1 (1 (2) (2) (3) 

FORT LEONARD WOOD 
29995 FORT LEONARD WOOD 
29999 LAKE OF THE OZARKS 

FORT MCCLELLAN 
01 102 MCCLELLAN FORT 

PRESIDIO OF MONTEREY .. 3,400 1,309 
06305 PRESIDIO OF MONTEREY 

FORT ORD 
06625 -I.- p n m v  

VKLJ runr 
06309 MONTEREY RECR SITE 
06628 RESERVE CTR AT FT ORD 

FORT STORY 
51665 STORY FORT 

CAMP BULLIS 
48145 CAMP BULLIS 

DAHLONEGA RANGER TRAINING AREA 167 6 
1302 7 DAHLONEGA 

I 
Total 

I 
1,269,722 483,213 

TRADOC 
1 1.78 1,202 62,9 1 1 $15,427 

15,583 359 $1 

TRADOC 
6,697,474 45,679 $9.00 1 

FORSCOM 

FORSCOM 

TRADOC 
1,190,845 1,452 

FORSCOM 
305,03 1 27,994 

'~ourcea: (1) Aug 94 ASlP based on 16 Hey 94 SAWS; l o t a l r  reprerant to ta l  Mll ltsry/US C l v l l l w w  (US C l v l l  Servlcr or E q ~ l v r l m t )  
(2)  HOlFS - Jum 94 
(3 )  RFMlS/REMlS - Jon lW4 (Leare Date ahom Ir for  INSNO mtchrr )  
(4) Brae- Instr l l r t lon l i s t  vrrr lon 04-4 0911 4/94 
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Army Family Housing 
Permanent Assets 

Installation On Post AsWs (SF) Leased Assets (SF) 

- - '  "OM AMC 
Aberden Proving Ground 2.44 1,000 0 
Adelphi Labs 0 0 
Alabama AAP 0 0 
Annisxon Army Depot 0 0 
Army Mat& Technology Lab 22,000 0 
Badgt:r AAP 0 0 
BclvoirFuclsaadLubRshFa~ 0 0 
Bmicia Army Cemetery 0 0 
Blue Grass Activity-LBAD 30,000 0 
Charles Melvin Price Spt Ctn 304,000 0 

n n 
comllusla AAP 0 0 
Detroit Arrenal 16,000 0 
Dugany Proving Ground =,000 0 

--Ijrhark-FhRg n n V 

Fort Ii4onmouth 1,636,000 0 
Fort 'Ningatc Depot Act 13,000 0 
Hawthorne AAP 75,000 0 
Holston AAP 0 0 
Indiana AAp 114,000 0 
Iowa AAP 71,000 0 
Mason Proving Ground 40,000 - 0 
Jolia: AAP Kanimkct 9,000 0 
KansasAAP 0 0 
Ktwcxnaw Field Station 0 0 
Lake City AAP 0 0 

-rkamyArmyDepd 44,000 0 
Lima1 Army Tank Plt 0 0 
Lone Star AAP 0 0 
Long$mm AAP 0 0 
Llsukha AAP 0 0 
Manassas Fam Hsg 9,000 0 
McAJester AAP 48,000 0 
Milan AAP 0 0 

Mississippi AAP 0 0 
Natit* Res Dev & Eng Center 127,000 0 
Navrkjo Depot Act 0 0 
Ncwport AAP 0 0 

I\ -BttamW3rmh€Mia n V V 

Phosphate Dev Wks 0 0 
Picatinny Arsenal 212,000 0 
Pine: Bluff Arsenal 42,000 0 
Ponliac Stor Act 0 0 
Puel~lo Depot Act 24,000 0 
Radford AAP 0 0 
Rav=nna AAP 0 0 

RcdRiverA~myDcpot S1,OOO 0 
Ratstone Arsenal 1,510,000 0 
Riw:rbank AAP 0 0 
WkMand Arstnal 161,000 0 
RoclryhaarntainArsenal 0 0 
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.hutallation 
;Rotterdam Housing 
:Sacramento Army Depot 
ISaginaw Army Akmfl Planl: 
!Savanna Depot Act 
!-ton AAIj 
?~necaArmyDepot 
!;ierra Army Depot 
!it Louis AAP 
Y W 9  Camp Stor Actv 
Zitratford Army Eng Plt 
Sunnowrr AAF' 
?:arhctl Army Missile Plt 
'I:obyhanna AImy Depot 
Toocle Army Dcpot 
I h  Cities AAP 
rrs  ani is on selfridge 
tlmatilla Depot Act 
trht Hill Farms Station 
Volunteer AAP 
Pilatcrvlict Arscnal 
V h i t c  Sands Missile Range 

_ Ymna Proving Ground 

---B~eSta@eld - 
BufWo Bayau Flood Control 
Camp Bullis 
Campparlts 
Oxaopolis Site 72 
Dry Hill Fam Hsg Watertown 
FHBcdfordMA85 
RI&vtrtyMA 15 
FII Buriinmn MA 84 
R I  CmmUry RI 69 
FEI Fairfield CT 65 
FEI Hull MA 36 
FII N Smithfield RI 99 
RI Nahant MA 17 
R[ New Britian CT 57 
F ) I  Plainville CT 67 
FH Porthd CT 36 
FE[ Randolph MA 55 
FIjI Sbelton CT 74 
FH[ Swansea MA 29 
FH[ Topsfield MA 05 
M: WWeld  M A  03 
M' Westport CT 73 
Family Hsg Addison IL 
Fml Hsg Davisville 
Fo~t Bragg 
Fo~t Buchanan 
Fort Campbell 
Fat Carson 

Army Family Habusing 
Permanent Assets 

On Post Assets (SF) 
w)oo 
2,000 

0 
H),000 

0 
262,000 
228,000 

0 
13,000 

0 
0 
0 

81,000 
13,000 
27,000 

1,442,000 
9,000 

366,000 
0 

97,000 
1,188,000 

451.000 

Leased Assets (SF) 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
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Army Family Housing 
Permanent Asscets 

firstallation On Post Assets (SF) (SF) 
Fort Dcvtns 2,373,000 0 
Fort Dix %3~,000 0 
Fort Drum 3,112,000 2,736,000 
Fort Gillem 20,000 0 
Ftxt Hamilton 689,000 0 
Fort Hood 1 8,276,000 293,000 
Fort Hunter Liggat . 48,000 0 

- Fort In- Gap 0 3,ooO 
Fort Lewis 5,876,000 0 
Ftm McCoy 17,000 243,000 
Fort McPherson 302,000 0 
Fort Ord 9,056,000 0 
Ftm Pi&u 0 0 
Fort Polk 7,832,000 675,000 
Fort Riley 5,329,000 0 
Fort Sam Houston 2,284,000 0 
Fort Stcvms Mil Cem 0 0 
Fca Stewart 3,343,000 0 
Fort Totten 359,000 0 
Fort Worden Canetery 0 0 

n ++JdkFhw n " " 
n n -- 4- " 

HI* Army Airfield 657,000 -. 0 
In& Spt Det Anmx 0 0 

4 9 8 -  n- 
Manhaam Beach Hsg 147,000 0 
M i  Hsg Site 47,000 0 
KlrC and Fort Irwin CA 3,09%000 0 

n *- n " " *- ,. fi 
V v 

Nilre N Y 01 Housing 43,000 0 
dli- n v 

Nilce N Y 99 Hsg 14,000 0 
Nik NY 54 Hsg H O W  14,000 0 
Nike NY 60 Hsg Old Bridge 14,000 0 
Nik NY 79 80 Livingston 38,000 0 

*Ldw9w4- 8 
a- 17 888 n " 

Oakdale Spt Fac 0 0 
+ R C - 2  n I\ V 

~ ~ a k t o w n S t l p ~ a c f i t y -  --, 11 888 n w 

Pitt 25 Fam Hsg 0 0 
Pitt 52 Fam Hsg 0 0 
mgidio M O ~  155,000 0 
Pnidio San Francisco 1,567,000 3,Oo 

n +- n w v 

at Com 0 0 
n -Ep- n - " 

Tacony Warthouse Site 0 0 
USDB Lompoc 116,000 0 
VancowerBanacks 37,000 0 
Wcuth Family Housing 0 0 
YakimaFiringrmrCr 0 0 



Army Family Housing 
Permanent Assets 

Installation On Post Assets (SF) LePsed Asset. (SF) 
Jroungs Lake Hsg Site 39,000 0 

OM HSC 
F'ilzsimons AMC 
Fort Deuick 
Walter Reed AMC 

MACOM MDW 
Arlington National Cemetery 0 0 
Camaon Station 0 0 

-B-- v n n, v 

4- a w n v 

Fort AP. Hill 48,000 0 
FCM Bchmir 2,975,000 0 
Fcnt Holabii 0 0 
Fcn McNair 171,000 0 
Fort Mcade 3,702,000 0 
Fad h4yer 367,000 0 
Fl Ritchie 451,000 0 

n -3a-i- n 
V " 

Mi~awavestaQuantico 0 0 
Mimwavc Sta 'ljsons Comer 0 - 0 
Nilkc IBerndon 0 0 
hatagon 0 0 
Suitland Micnowave Tower 0 0 
USARC Gaitbersburg - Hutton 0 0 
Wcmdbridge Housing Site 12,000 0 

MACOM MZUC 
Military Occan Tml Bayonne 205,000 
Militay Ocuu! Tml Sunny Poin. 10,000 - 
New Orleans Army Base 0 
Q a i ~ A r m y B a s c  154,000 

MACOM TRAWC 
Cmzp GGruber OK 2,000 0 
Cape St George FL 0 0 
Carllisle Barradrs 611,000 0 
Colimbus Support Facility 0 0 
1)ahloncga 0 0 
a- n ,-. 

U V 

Fon Benjamin Harrison 593,000 0 
Fort Bmning 6,484,000 0 
Fort Bliss 4,696,000 556,000 
Fort Chaffa 0 0 
Fort Eustis 1,771,000 0 
Fort Gordon 1,257,000 0 
Fort Huachuca 3,225,ooo 0 
Fort Jaclrson 1,805,000 0 
Fon Knox 6,097,000 0 
Fort Leavenworth 3,580,000 0 
Fart .Lee 2,126,000 0 
Fort ILeonard Wood 3,551,000 0 



Army Family Housing 
Permanent Assets 

Installation On Pad Asretc (SF) Lerrsed Assets (SF) 
Fort Mcclellan 858,000 0 
Fbrt Monroe 584,000 0 
Fort Rucker 2,015,000 0 
Fort Sill 2,355,000 0 
Fort Story 202,000 0 

n ,  4 b 3 a w s h h A  n " V 

n a uU-h n - v 

%- n - n v 

n ,  S ~ ~ S i ~  A - v 

n *-Mi- n - 
F~~ Eielson Pipeline 0 0 
Ftxt De Russy 0 0 
Ftwt G d y  700,000 0 
Fca Kamehameha 0 0 
Fort Richardson 3,102,000 0 

fi 

-,k- n " V 

Fca S h a h  5,306,000 0 
Fctrt Wainwright 3,007,000 1,099,000 
B~incs Taminal 26,000 0 
Kigahm Mil Reserve 0 0 

&-A n,  
Mdarlcia Army Beach 0 0 
3 3  n 
Nike Alaska Mike 0 0 
Nib Alaska Pcttr 0 0 

-!NalHlaAFnqLGite-.l--- Y .,, A ,  " 
Pd Tok Junction 9,oOo 0 
Pdbkadog Training Arta 0 0 
polpukcaPaahaUkaMilRoad 0 0 
Sclmfitld Banadts 7,025,000 0 
Signal Cable Trunking System 0 0 
Tripla AMC 276,000 0 
Waliaaae 0 0 
WalilaLabm AmmO Stor 0 0 
Writtier Anchorage Pipeline 0 0 

DAIM-FDP-A 

MACOM USMA 
West Point Mil Reservation 
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ABERDEEN PG 
AMC 
AMC 
ANNHSTON DEPOT 
ANN][ STON 
ANN11 STON 
ANN1:STON 
ANN]: STON 
ANNIISTON DEPOT 
ANN1:STON DEPOT 
ANNIISTON DEPOT 
ANN1:STON DEPOT 
ANN1:STON DEPOT 
ANNIlSTON DEPOT 
ATCOM 
ATCClM 
ATCOM 
ATCCIM 
BLUE GRASS DEPOT 
BLUE GRASS DEPOT 
BLUE GRASS DEPOT 
BLUE GRASS DEPOT 
BLUE: GRASS DEPOT 
CARLISLE BARRACKS 
CARLISLE BARRACKS 
CARLISLE BARRACKS 
CARLISLE BARRACKS 
CECOM 
CECOM 
CORPUS CHRIST1 
FEDERAL CTR LOUIS 
FEDERAL CTR LOUIS 
FEDERAL CTR LOUIS 
FORT GORDON 
FORT HUACHUCA 
FORT SAM HOUSTON 
FORT MCNAIR 
FORT MCNAIR 
FORT GORDON 
FORT KNOX 
FORT RUCKER 
FORT RUCKER 
FORT MCCLELLAN 
FORT MCCLELLAN 
FORT KNOX 
FORT LEE 
FORT LEE 
FORT LEONARD WOOD 
FORT LEONARD WOOD 
FORT KNOX 
FORT LEE 
FORT MCCLELLAN 
FORT LEE 
FORT LEE 

VINT HILLS FARM 
ROCK ISLAND 
FORT BELVOIR 
SIERRA DEPOT 
TOOELE 
SIERRA 
RED RIVER 
LETTERKENNY 
TOOELE DEPOT 
SAVANNA DEPOT 
LETTERKENNY DEPOT' 
RED RIVER DEPOT 
SENECA DEPOT 
BLUE GRASS DEPOT 
SCOTT AFB 
CORPUS CHRISTY 
ROCK ISLAND 
CORPUS CHRIST1 
SAVANNA DEPOT 
SIERRA DEPOT 
LETTERKENNY DEPOT 
SENECA DEPOT 
TOOELE DEPOT 
USMA 
LEAVENWORTH 
POM 
FORT MCNAIR 
ROCK ISLAND 
DETROIT 
FEDERAL CTR LOUIS 
SCOTT AFB 
PORT MONMOUTH 
ROCK ISLAND ARSENA 
PORT MONMOUTH 
:POM 
:FORT SILL 
LEAVENWORTH 
:POM 
VINT HILL FARMS 
IFORT SAM HOUSTON 
IFORT SILL 
FORT SAM HOUSTON 
FORT SILL 
FORT SAM HOUSTON 
FORT RUCKER 
FORT SAM HOUSTON 
IFORT SILL 
]FORT SILL 
FORT SAM HOUSTON 
]PORT SILL 
FORT LEONARD WOOD 
FORT RUCKER 
FORT RUCKER 
FORT MCCLELLAN 



FORT MONMOUTH 
FORT JACKSON 
FORT KNOX 
FORT KNOX 
FORT KNOX 
FORT JACKSON 
FORT JACKSON 
FORT LEONARD WOOD 
FORT JACKSON 
FORT JACKSON 
FORT JACKSON 
FORT JACKSON 
FORT HUACHUCA 
FORT MONMOUTH 
FORT HUACHUCA 
FORT HUACHUCA 
FORT HUACHUCA 
FORT HUACHUCA 
FORT HUACHUCA 
FORT MONMOUTH 
FORT MONMOUTH 
FORT JACKSON 
FORT MONMOUTH 
FORT HUACHUCA 
FORT BLISS 
FORT BENNING 
FORT BENNING 
FORT BENNING 
FORT GORDON 
FORT BENNING 
FORT BENNING 
FORT LEONARD WOOD 
FORT GORDON 
FORT BENNING 
FORT GORDON 
FORT GORDON 
FORT BENNING 
FORT BENNING 
FORT BENNING 
FORT BENNING 
FORT GORDON 
FORT GORDON 
FORT BENNING 
FORT BENNING 
FORT GORDON 
FORT GORDON 
FORT BLISS 
FORT GORDON 
FORT BLISS 
FORT GORDON 
FORT EUSTIS 
FORT BLISS 
FORT BLISS 
FORT EUSTIS 

'VINT HILL FARMS 
IFORT RUCKER 
IFORT MCCLELLAN 
IFORT LEONARD WOOD 
IFORT LEE 
IFORT SILL 
IFORT SAM HOUSTON 
IFORT RUCKER 
FORT MCCLELLAN 
IFORT LEE 
IFORT LEONARD WOOD 
IFORT KNOX 
IFORT SILL 
WEST POINT ACADEMY 
FORT KNOX 
IFORT SAM HOUSTON 
FORT RUCKER 
FORT MCCLELLAN 
FORT JACKSON 
FORT RITCHIE 
REDSTONE ARSENAL 
FORT MONMOUTH 
!SCOTT AFB 
IFORT LEE 
FORT JACKSON 
IPORT BLISS 
FORT EUSTIS 
FORT GORDON 
FORT SILL 
FORT HUACHUCA 
FORT JACKSON 
FORT MCCLELLAN 
VINT HILLS FARM 
]PORT KNOX 
FORT SAM HOUSTON 
FORT RUCKER 
I?ORT LEE 
FORT LEONARD WOOD 
FORT MCCLELLAN 
FORT RUCKER 
FORT MCCLELLAN 
FORT LEONARD WOOD 
FORT SAM HOUSTON 
EPORT SILL 
FORT LEE 
FORT KNOX 
FORT EUSTIS 
FORT JACKSON 
FORT GORDON 
FORT HUACHUCA 
I'ORT SILL 
FORT SAM HOUSTON 
FORT HUACHUCA 
FORT LEE 



FORIT HUACHUCA 
FORT BLISS 
FORT EUSTIS 
FORT EUSTIS 
FORT EUSTIS 
FORT EUSTIS 
FORT EUSTIS 
FORT EUSTIS 
FORT EUSTIS 
FORT BLISS 
FORT BLISS 
FORT BLISS 
FORT BLISS 
FORT EUSTIS 
FORT BLISS 
FT IIIX 
FT CHAFFEE 
FT CHAFFEE 
FT (:AMPBELL 
FT C:HAFFEE 
FT DRUM 
FT AP HILL 
FT DRUM 
FT GREELY 
FT C!HAFFEE 
FT ClHAFFEE 
FT C!HAFFEE 
FT ClIX 
FT ElRAGG 
FT MIONMOUTH 
FT MIONMOUTH 
FT JACKSON 
FT BRAGG 
FT BRAGG 
FT BRAGG 
FT BRAGG 
FT BRAGG 
FT BRAGG 
FT BRAGG 
FT GORDON 
FT DRUM 
FT RICHARDSON 
FT LEWIS 
FT HOOD 
FT HOOD 
FT RICHARDSON 
FT RICHARDSON 
FT RILEY 
FT RILEY 
FT STEWART 
FT L:EWIS 
FT CHAFFEE 
FT HOOD 
FT D:IX 

FORT LEONARD WOOD 
FORT KNOX 
FORT MCCLELLAN 
FORT LEONARD WOOD 
FORT RUCKER 
FORT SAM HOUSTON 
FORT KNOX 
FORT HUACHUCA 
FORT GORDON 
FORT SILL 
FORT MCCLELLAN 
FORT RUCKER 
FORT LEE 
FORT JACKSON 
FORT LEONARD WOOD 
FT GREELY 
FT POLK 
FT PICKETT 
FT CARSON 
FT MCCOY 
FT RILEY 
FT GREELY 
FT STEWART 
FT HUNTER-LIGGETT 
FT INDIANTOWN GAP 
FT HUNTER-LIGGETT 
FT IRWIN 
FT IRWIN 
FT CAMPBELL 
WEST POINT 
VINT HILL FARMS 
FT MONMOUTH 
FT RICHARDSON 
FT RILEY 
FT CARSON 
FT HOOD 
FT LEWIS 
FT STEWART 
FT DRUM 
:FT MONMOUTH 
FT WAINWRIGHT 
:FT STEWART 
PT STEWART 
FT RICHARDSON 
:FT LEWIS 
FT WAINWRIGHT 
IFT RILEY 
IFT STEWART 
IFT WAINWRIGHT 
FT WAINWRIGHT 
FT WAINWRIGHT 
l?T DIX 
IFT RILEY 
l?T HUNTER-LIGGETT 



FT CAMPBELL 
FT CARSON 
FT CAMPBELL 
FT CARSON 
FT CARSON 
FT CAMPBELL 
LEilVENWORTH 
LEIIVENWORTH 
LETTERKENNY 
LETTERKENNY DEPOT 
LETTERKENNY DEPOT 
LETTERKENNY DEPOT 
LETTERKENNY 
LE'I'TERKENNY DEPOT 
LE'I'TERKENNY 
LE'I'TERKENNY DEPOT 
LET'TERKENNY DEPOT 
LET'TERKENNY DEPOT 
LET'TERKENNY 
LETTERKENNY 
LETTERKENNY 
POM 
PUEBLO DEPOT 
PUEBLO DEPOT 
PUEBLO DEPOT 
PUEBLO DEPOT 
RED RIVER DEPOT 
RED RIVER DEPOT 
RED RIVER DEPOT 
RED RIVER DEPOT 
RED RIVER 
RED RIVER 
RED RIVER 
SAVIMNA DEPOT 
SAVJ4NNA DEPOT 
SAVIUWA DEPOT 
SAVANNA DEPOT 
SENEiCA DEPOT 
SENECA DEPOT 
SENECA 
SENECA DEPOT 
SIERRA 
SIERRA DEPOT 
SIERRA DEPOT 
TOBY HANNA 

FT DRUM 
FT DRUM 
FT HOOD 
FT HOOD 
FT LEWIS 
FT LEWIS 
USMA 
POM 
VINT HILL FARMS 
TOOELE DEPOT 
TOBYHANNA DEPOT 
RED RIVER DEPOT 
ROCK ISLAND 
PUEBLO DEPOT 
SENECA 
SENECA DEPOT 
SIERRA DEPOT 
SAVANNA DEPOT 
UMATILLA 
RED RIVER 
SIERRA 
USMA 
SIERRA DEPOT 
TOOELE DEPOT 
SAVANNA DEPOT 
SENECA DEPOT 
TOOELE DEPOT 
SAVANNA DEPOT 
SIERRA DEPOT 
SENECA DEPOT 
S IERRA 
TOOELE 
SENECA 
SENECA DEPOT 
TOBYHANNA DEPOT 
TOOELE DEPOT 
SIERRA DEPOT 
SIERRA DEPOT 
TOBYHANNA DEPOT 
UMATILLA 
TOOELE DEPOT 
TOOELE 
TOOELE DEPOT 
TOBYHANNA DEPOT 
TOOELE 

a. 



FT AP HILL 
FT DIX 
FT DIX 
FT CHAFFEE 
FT DIX 
FT HOOD 
FT LEWIS 
FT LEWIS 
FT HOOD 
FT DIX 
FT GREELY 
FT MCCOY 
FT PICKETT 
FT MCCOY 
FT IRWIN 
FT IRWIN 
FT IRWIN 
FT INDIANTOWN GAP 
FT INDIANTOWN GAP 
FT INDIANTOWN GAP 
FT INDIANTOWN GAP 
FT HUNTER-LIGGETT 
FT GREELY 
FT AP HILL 
FT .AP HILL 
FT ,AP HILL 
FT ,AP HILL 
FT .AP HILL 
FT IHUNTER-LIGGETT 
FT IYONMOUTH 
FT ;4P HILL 
FT GREELY 
FT GREELY 
FT HUNTER-LIGGETT 
FT HUNTER-LIGGETT 
FT HUNTER-LIGGETT 
FT <:ARSON 
FT GREELY 
FT CARSON 
FT CARSON 
FT DRUM 
FT EIRAGG 
FT PIONMOUTH 
FT ALP HILL 
FT RIONMOUTH 
FT MIONMOUTH 
FT M:ONMOUTH 
FT DRUM 
FT CARSON 
FT CAMPBELL 
FT CAMPBELL 
FT DRUM 
FT C.AMPBELL 
FT C.AMPBELL 

FT DIX 
FT INDIANTOWN GAP 
FT POLK 
FT GREELY 
FT PICKETT 
FT STEWART 
FT RILEY 
FT RICHARDSON 
FT WAINWRIGHT 
FT MCCOY 
FT MCCOY 
FT POLK 
FT POLK 
FT PICKETT 
FT* PICKETT 
FT POLK 
FT MCCOY 
FT POLK 
FT PICKETT 
FT MCCOY 
FT IRWIN 
FT POLK 
FT IRWIN 
FT INDIANTOWN GAP 
FT IRWIN 
FT MCCOY 
FT POLK 
FT PICKETT 
FT IRWIN 
HUNTSVILLE 
FT HUNTER-LIGGET'T 
FT POLK 
FT PICKETT 
FT MCCOY 
FT PICKETT 
FT INDIANTOWN GAP 
FT RILEY 
FT INDIANTOWN GAP 
FT RICHARDSON 
F? WAINWRIGHT 
FT RICHARDSON 
FT WAINWRIGHT 
ST LOUIS 
FT CHAFFEE 
SCOTT AFB 
REDSTONE ARSENAL 
FT RITCHIE 
FT LEWIS 
FT STEWART 
FT RILEY 
PT RICHARDSON 
PT HOOD 
IFT WAINWRIGHT 
IFT STEWART 



INPUT SCREEN FOUR - STATIC BASE INFORMATION 

Name: ISERDEEN PG, MD 

Total 0:Ef icer Employees : 436 
Total Enlisted Employees: 1,847 
Total Student Employees : 2,987 
Total Civilian Employees : 6,771 
Mil Fam.ilies Living On Base: 76.2% 
Civilians Not Willing To Move: 6.0% 
Officer Housing Units Avail.: 0 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 0 
Total Base Facilities(KSF): 12,121 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 14 5 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 126 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day): 121 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/~ile) : 0.07 

Name : ANNISTON ARMY DEPOT, AL 

Total Officer Employees: 
Total Enlisted Employees: 
Total Student Employees: 
Total Civilian Employees: 
Mil Families Living On Base: 
Civilians Not Willing To Move: 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 
Enlisted Housing Units ~vail: 
Total Base Facilities(KSF1 : 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day) : 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 

Name: ATCOM, ST. LOUIS, MO 

Total Clfficer Employees: 
Total E:nlisted Employees: 
Total Student Employees: 
Total C!ivilian Employees: 
Mil Fanlilies Living On Base: 
Civilii~ns Not Willing To Move: 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 
Enlisted Housing Units ~vail: 
Total Base ~acilities(KSF): 
Office]: VHA ($/Month) : 
Enlisted VHA ($/~onth) : 

Per Diem Rate ($/Day) : 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/~ile) : 

RPMA  on-payroll ($K/Year) : 34,274 
Communications ($K/Year) : 0 
BOS  on-Payroll ($K/Year) : 124,706 
BOS Payroll ($K/Year) : 50,936 
Family. Housing ($K/Year) : 7,649 
Area C'ost Factor: 0.92 
CHAMPLS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 0 
CHAMPCrS Out-Pat ($/Visit) : 0 
CHAMPP~S Shift to Medicare: 0 . 0 %  

Activity Code : 24015 

Homeowner Assistance Program: No 
Unique: Activity Information: No 

RPMA 11on-Payroll  ear) : 
~ommur~ications ($K/~ear) : 

BOS Non- Payroll ($K/Year) : 
BOS Payroll ($K/Year) : 
Family Housing ($K/~ear) : 

Area (lost Factor : 
CHAMPIJS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($/visit) : 
CHAMPIJS Shift to Medicare : 
Activity Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique Activity Information: 

RPMA Non-Payroll  ear) : 
Commu~ications ($K/Year) : 
BOS Non-Payroll ($K/Year) : 
BOS Payroll ($K/Year) : 
Fami1.y Housing ( $K/Year) : 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMP'US In-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Shift to Medicare: 
Activity Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique Activity Information: 



Name: BASE X 

Total Officer Employees: 
Total Enlisted Employees : 
Total Student Employees: 
Total Cfivilian Employees : 
Mil Famfilies Living On Base:: 
Civilia~ls Not Willing To Move: 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 
Total Binse Facilities (KSF) : 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 
Enlisted VHA ($/~onth) : 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day) : 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 

Name : BAYONNE, NJ 

Total Officer Employees: 
Total Enlisted Employees: 
Total Student Employees: 
Total Civilian Employees: 
Mil Families Living On Base: 
Civilians Not Willing To Move: 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail : 
Total Base Facilities(KSF1 : 
Officer VHA ($/~onthJ : 

Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day) : 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 

Name: CORPUS CHRIST1 AD, TX 

Total Officer Employees : 
Total E:nlisted Employees : 
Total Student Employees : 
Total Clivilian Employees : 
Mil Families Living On Base: 
Civilians Not Willing To Move: 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 
Total Base Facilities(KSF1 : 
Off ice]: VHA ($/Month) : 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day) : 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 

RPMA  on-payroll ($K/Year) : 
Communications ($K/Year) : 
BOS  on-payroll ($K/Year) : 
BOS Payroll ($K/Year) : 
Family Housing ($K/Year) : 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMPUS ~n-pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($/visit) : 
CHAMPU'S Shift to Medicare: 
Activity Code: 

11,891 
1,514 
29,982 
21,877 
8,151 
1.09 

0 
0 

0.0% 
BASEX 

Homeokner Assistance Program: No 
Unique Activity Information: No 

RPMA Nan-Payroll  year) : 
Communications ( $K/Year : 
BOS  on-Payroll ($K/Year) : 
BOS Payroll ($K/Year) : 
Family Housing ($K/Year) : 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMPlJS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPIJS Out-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPIJS Shift to Medicare: 
Act iv:~ t y Code : 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique Activity Information: 

RPMA  on-Payroll ($K/~ear) : 

~ommu:~ications ($K/Year) : 
BOS   on- Payroll C ear) : 
BOS P,2yroll ($K/Year) : 
Fami1.y Housing ( $K/Year) : 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Out-pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Shift to Medicare: 
Activity Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: No 
Unique Activity Information: No 



Name : DETROIT ARSENAL, MI 

Total Officer Employees: 
Total Enlisted Employees: 
Total Student Employees: 
Total Civilian Employees: 
Mil Families Living On Base: 
Civilians Not Willing To Move: 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 
Total Base Facilities (KSF) : 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day) : 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 

Name : DUGWAY PG, UT 

Total Cfficer Employees: 
Total Enlisted Employees: 
Total Student Employees: 
Total Civilian Employees: 
Mil Fandlies Living On Base: 
Civi1ia.n~ Not Willing To Move: 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 
Total E:ase Facilities (KSF) : 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day) : 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 

Name: EAST FORT BAKER, CA 

Total Officer Employees : 
Total Enlisted Employees: 
Total Student Employees: 
Total Civilian Employees : 
Mil Farnilies Living On Base: 
Civiliians Not Willing To Move: 
Of fice:r Housing Units Avai.1: 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail : 
Total Base Facilities (KSF) : 
Off ice:r VHA ($/Month) : 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day) : 
Freight Cost ($/~on/~ile) :: 

RPMA Elon-Payroll ($K/Year) : 8,383 

Commu~ications ($K/Year) : 0 
BOS Non-Payroll ($K/Year) : 25,763 

BOS Payroll  year) : 18,113 
Family Housing ( $K/Year) : 6,956 

Area C:ost Factor: 1.22 

CHAMPIJS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 0 
CHAMPIIS Out -Pat ( $/Visit) : 0 
CHAMPIJS Shift to Medicare : 0.0% 
Act iv:- t y Code : 26155 

Homeowner Assistance Program: No 
Unique Activity Information: No 

RPMA ]Jon-Payroll ( $K/Year) : 
Commwlications ($K/~ear) : 

BOS  on-payroll ($K/~ear) : 

BOS Payroll ($K/Year) : 
Family Housing ($K/~ear) : 

Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPJS Out-pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPJS Shift to Medicare: 
Activity Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: Yes 
Unique Activity Information: No 

RPMA  on-Payroll ($K/~ear) : 
Communications  year) : 
BOS  on-Payroll ($K/Year) : 
BOS Payroll ($K/Year) : 
Family Housing  year) : 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 
cHAMFUS Out-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMEUS Shift to Medicare: 
AC t iv.i t y Code : 

Homeclwner Assistance Program: 
Unique Activity Information: 

780 
0 

6 5 

0 
1,159 
1.37 

0 
0 

0.0% 
BAKER 

No 
No 



Name : FITZSIMONS AMC, CO 

Total 0:Ef icer Employees : 
Total Enlisted Employees : 
Total Student Employees: 
Total Civilian Employees: 
Mil Families Living On Base: 
Civi1ia:ns Not Willing To Move: 
Officer Housing Units Avail-: 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 
Total Base Facilities(KSF) : 
Officer VHA ($/~onth) : 

Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day) : 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 

Name: FORT BELVOIR, VA 

Total Clfficer Employees: 
Total E:nlisted Employees: 
Total Student Employees: 
Total Clivilian Employees : 
Mil Families Living On Base: 
Civilians Not Willing To Move: 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 
Total Elase Facilities (KSF) : 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 
Enlistc?d VHA ($/Month) : 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day) : 
Freight: Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 

Name: FORT BLISS, TX 

Total Officer Employees : 
Total Enlisted Employees: 
Total Student Employees: 
Total Civilian Employees: 
Mil Families Living On Base: 
Civilians Not Willing To Move: 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 
Total Base Facilities(KSF:\: 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 
Enlisted VHA ($/~onth) : 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day) : 
Freight Cost ($/~on/~ile) : 

RPMA Non-Payroll  ear) : 20,344 
Communications ($K/Year) : 13 5 
BOS Ncn-Payroll ($K/Year) : 11,032 
BOS Pa.yroll  year) : 13,108 
Family Housing ($K/Year) : 1,652 
Area Clost Factor : 1.08 

CHAMPIIS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 0 

CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($/visit) : 0 

CHAMPUS Shift to Medicare: 0.0% 
Activity Code : 8055 

Homeowner Assistance Program: Yes 
Unique Activity Information: No 

RPMA ~\lon-Payroll ($K/Year) : 18,803 
Comm~~ications ($K/Year) : 0 

BOS Non-Payroll  year) : 60,637 
BOS Payroll  year) : 31,237 
Fami1.y Housing ( $K/Year) : 30,132 
Area Zost Factor: 1.03 

CHAMPUS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 0 
CHAMPUS Out-pat ($/Visit) : o 
CHAMPUS Shift to Medicare: 0.0% 
Activity Code: 51105 

Homeowner Assistance Program: No 
Unique Activity Information: No 

RPMA Non-Payroll ($K/Year) : 25,043 

Commu.nications ( $K/Year) : 4,527 
BOS 6lon-Payroll el on ear) : 64,637 

BOS E'ayroll ($K/Year) : 52,130 
Family Housing  ear) : 13,155 

Area Cost Factor: 0.96 
CHAMI'US In-Pat ($/Visit) : 0 
CHAMI'US Out-Pat ($/Visit) : 0 
CHAMIWS Shift to Medicare : 0.0% 
Activity Code : 48125 

Homeowner Assistance Program: No 
Uniqle Activity Information: No 



Name: FORT BUCHANAN, PR 

Total C)ff icer Employees : 
Total Enlisted Employees : 
Total Student Employees: 
Total (!ivilian Employees : 
Mil Families Living On Base: 
Civilians Not Willing To M:ove: 
Officeir Housing Units Avail: 
Enlisted Housing Units Ava.il : 
Total Base ~acilities (KSF) : 
Off ice:r VHA ($/Month) : 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day) : 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 

Name: FORT CARSON, CO 

Total Officer Employees: 1,927 

Total Enlisted Employees: 16,338 
Total Student Employees: 0 

Total Civilian Employees: 2,320 
Mil Families Living On Base: 14.9% 

Civilians Not Willing To Move: 6.0% 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 0 

Enlisted Housing Units Avinil: 0 
Total Base Facilities(KSF) : 8,791 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 119 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 112 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day) : 8 1 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 0.07 

Name: FORT DETRICK, MD 

Total Officer Employees: 
Total Enlisted Employees: 
Total Student Employees: 
Total Civilian Employees: 
Mil Families Living On Ba.se: 
Civilians Not Willing To Move: 
Officer Housing Units Ava.il : 
Enlistzed Housing Units Avail: 
Total Base Facilities(KSF1: 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 
Enlisted VHA ($/~onth) : 

Per Diem Rate ($/Day) : 
Freigyht Cost ($/~on/Mile) : 

RPMA !!Ton-Payroll ($K/~ear) : 

Communications ($K/Year) : 
BOS Nm-Payroll ($K/Year) : 
BOS Payroll ($K/Year) : 
Family Housing CHAM year) : 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Shift to Medicare: 
Activity Code: 

Homecwner Assistance Program: 
Unique Activity Information: 

RPMA  on-Payroll  on- year) : 
Communications CHAMP ear) : 
BOS Plon-Payroll ($K/Year) : 
BOS Payroll ($K/Year) : 
Fami1.y Housing ($K/~ear) : 

Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Shift to Medicare: 
Activity Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: No 
Unique Activity Information: No 

RPMA  on-payroll ($K/Year) : 5,971 
Communications  ear) : 0 
BOS  on-Payroll ($K/Year) : 15,111 
BOS Payroll  ear) : 17,739 
Family Housing ($K/Year) : 5 95 

Area Cost Factor: 0.83 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ($/visit) : 0 

CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($/Visit) : 0 
C m P U S  Shift to Medicare: 0.0% 

Activity Code: 24225 

Homeowner Assistance Program: No 
Unicpe Activity Information: No 



Name : PORT DRUM, NY 

Total Officer Employees: 
Total E:zlisted Employees : 
Total Student Employees: 
Total Civilian Employees: 
Mil Families Living On Base: 
Civi1ia:ns Not Willing To Move: 
Officer Housing Units Avail- : 
Enlisted Housing Units Avall: 
Total Base Facilities(KSF) : 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day) : 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 

Name: FORT GORDON, GA 

Total Officer Employees: 993 
Total Enlisted Employees: 5,746 
Total Student Employees: 5,048 
Total Civilian Employees: 2,365 
Mil Farr.ilies Living On Base : 21.7% 
Civi1ia.n~ Not Willing To Move: 6.0% 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 0 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 0 
Total Eiase Facilities (KSF) : 8,470 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 5 9 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 7 4 
Per Diem Rate ($/~ay) : 7 6 
Freight. Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 0.07 

Name: FORT HAMILTON, NY 

Total C)f f icer Employees : 3 5 
Total Enlisted Employees: 303 

Total Student Employees : 0 
Total Civilian Employees : 200 
Mil Families Living On Base: 100.0% 
Civilians Not Willing To M:ove: 6.0% 
 office^: Housing Units Avail: 0 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 0 
Total Rase Facilities (KSF) : 808 
Off ice:c VHA ($/Month) : 536 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 257 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day) : 180 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 0.07 

RPMA N'on-Payroll ($K/Year) : 
Commun.ications ($K/Year) : 
BOS Non- Payroll ($K/Year) : 
BOS Pa.yrol1 ($K/Year) : 
Family Housing ($K/Year) : 
Area Clost Factor: 
CHAMPLIS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPLIS Out-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPIIS Shift to Medicare: 
Act ivj. ty Code : 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique! Activity Information: 

RPMA Non-Payroll ($K/~ear) : 

Commu~licat ions ( $K/Year) : 
BOS Non-Payroll  ear) ear) : 
BOS Piiyroll ($K/Year) : 
Family Housing ( $K/Year) : 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMPlJS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPIJS out-pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPIX Shift to Medicare: 
Act iv.i ty Code : 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Uniquls Activity Information: 

RPMA :Non-Payroll ($K/Year) : 
Communications  ear) : 
BOS Non-Payroll ($K/Year) : 
BOS Payroll  ear) : 
Family Housing ($K/Year) : 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Out-pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Shift to Medicare: 
Activity Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: No 
Unique Activity Information: No 



Name: FORT HUACHUCA, AZ 

Total Officer Employees : 
Total Enlisted Employees : 
Total Student Employees : 
Total Civilian Employees: 
Mil Families Living On Base: 
Civiliilns Not Willing To Move: 
0ffice:r Housing Units Avail: 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 
Total Base Facilities (KSF) : 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day) : 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/~ile) : 

Name : FORT JACKSON, SC 

Total Officer Employees: 584 
Total Enlisted Employees : 2,904 
Total Student Employees: 10,220 
Total Civilian Employees: 2,459 
Mil Families Living On Base: 45.0% 
Civilians Not Willing To Move: 6.0% 
0ffice:r Housing Units Avail: 0 
Enlisted ~ousing Units Avail: 0 
Total :3ase Facilities (KSF) : 8,639 
Officer VHA ($/~onth) : 6 1 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 5 3 
Per Dism Rate ($/Day) : 8 3 
Freight Cost ($/~on/~ile) :: 0.07 

Name: FORT KNOX, KY 

Total 3fficer Employees: 9 9 9 
Total Enlisted Employees: 6,875 
Total Student Employees: 6,476 
Total Civilian Employees: 3,810 
Mil Fa,milies Living On Base: 70.7% 
Civilians Not Willing To Move: 6.0% 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 0 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 0 
Total Base Facilities (KSF) : 11,681 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 0 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 0 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day) : 6 6 
Freight Cost ($/~on/Mile) : 0.07 

RPMA  on-Payroll ($K/Year) : 12,450 

Communications ($K/Year) : 4,908 
BOS  on-Payroll  on- year) : 40,042 

BOS Payroll  ear) : 35,499 
Family Housing ($K/~ear) : 11,216 

Area Cost Factor: 1.12 

C m F U S  In-Pat ($/Visit) : 0 
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($/Visit) : 0 

CHAMPUS Shift to Medicare: 0.0% 
Activity Code: 4005 

Homeowner Assistance Program: No 
Unique Activity Information: No 

RPMA Non- Payroll  ear) : 10,814 
Commcnications ($K/~ear) : 2,139 
BOS Nan-Payroll  ear) : 22,168 

BOS E1ayroll ($K/Year) : 30,860 
Family Housing ($K/Year) : 4,834 
Area Cost Factor: 0.73 
CHAMEIUS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 0 
CHAME'US Out-Pat ($/Visit) : 0 
CHAME~US Shift to Medicare: 0.0% 

Activity Code: 45455 

Homecwner Assistance Program: No 
Unique Activity Information: No 

RPMA Non-Payroll ($K/Year) : 20,640 
Communications corn  ear) : 3,734 
BOS 11on-Payroll  ear) : 64,697 
BOS I)ayroll  ear) : 57,386 
Fami1.y Housing ($K/~ear) : 21,604 

Area Cost Factor: 0.98 
CHAMI'US In-Pat ($/Visit) : 0 
CHAMI)US Out - Pat ( $ /~isi t ) : 0 
CHAMPUS Shift to Medicare: 0.0% 
Activity Code : 2 14 0 5 

Homeowner Assistance Program: No 
Unique Activity Information: No 



Name: FORT LEE, VA 

Total Officer Employees : 
Total 13nlisted Employees : 
Total Student Employees : 
Total Civilian Employees : 
Mil Facnilies Living On Base: 
Civilians Not Willing To Move: 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 
Total Esase Facilities (KSF) : 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day) : 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 

Name : FORT LEONARD WOOD, :MO 

Total Clfficer Employees: 
Total Enlisted Employees: 
Total Student Employees: 
Total Civilian Employees: 
Mil Families Living On Base: 
Civilians Not Willing To Move: 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 
Total Base Facilities (KSF) : 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day) : 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 

Name : FORT LEWIS, WA 

Total Officer Employees: 
Total Enlisted Employees : 
Total Student Employees: 
Total Civilian Employees: 
Mil Families Living On Base!: 
Civiliails Not Willing To Move : 
Officer Housing Units Avail.: 
Enlistetl Housing Units Avail: 
Total Base Facilities (KSF) : 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 
Enlistetl VHA ($/Month) : 
Per Diern Rate ($/Day) : 
Freight Cost ( $/Ton/Mile) : 

RPMA Non-Payroll ( $K/Year) : 10,050 
Communications ($K/Year) : 4,166 

BOS Non-Payroll ($K/Year) : 16,128 
BOS Payroll ($K/Year) : 24,140 
Family Housing ($K/Year) : 9,871 
Area Cost Factor: 0.83 

CHAMP'US In-Pat ($/visit) : 0 
CHAMP'US Out-Pat ($/Visit) : 0 
CHAMPJS Shift to Medicare: 0.0% 
Activity Code: 51315 

Homeowner Assistance Program: No 
Unique Activity Information: No 

RPMA IJon-Payroll ($K/Year) : 17,391 

Commu~lications ($K/Year) : 1,481 
BOS  on-Payroll ($K/Year) : 26,644 

BOS Payroll ($K/Year) : 19,014 
Family Housing ( $K/Year ) : 17,218 
Area Cost Factor : 1.10 
CHAMPIJS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 0 
CHAMPITS out-pat ($/Visit) : o 
CHAMPUS Shift to Medicare: 0.0% 
Activity Code : 29995 

Homeovrner Assistance Program: No 
Unique Activity Information: No 

RPMA Non-Payroll ($K/Year) : 
Commur.ications ($K/Year) : 
BOS Ncan-Payroll ($K/Year) : 
BOS Payroll ($K/~ear) : 
Family Housing ($K/Year) : 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMPUS ~n-pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Shift to Medicare: 
Activity Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique Activity Information: 



Name : PORT MCCLELLAN, AL 

Total Officer Employees : 
Total Elllisted Employees : 
Total Student Employees : 
Total Civilian Employees : 
Mil Families Living On Base: 
Civilia~ls Not Willing To Move : 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 
Total Biise Facilities (KSF) : 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 
Per Diern Rate ($/Day) : 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 

Name : PORT MEADE, MD 

Total Officer Employees: 
Total Enlisted Employees : 
Total Student Employees : 
Total Civilian Employees: 
Mil Families Living On Base: 
Civiliarls Not Willing To Move: 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 
Total Base Facilities (KSF) : 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 
Per Diern Rate ($/Day) : 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 

Name : FORT MONMOUTH, NJ 

Total Officer Employees: 
Total Erllisted Employees : 
Total Student Employees : 
Total Civilian Employees : 
Mil Families Living On Base: 
Civilia~is Not Willing To Move: 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 
Total Base Facilities (KSF) : 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 
Per Diern Rate ($/Day) : 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 

RPMA Non-Payroll ($K/~ear) : 

Communications ($K/Year) : 
BOS Non-Payroll  ear) : 
BOS Payroll ($K/Year) : 
Family Housing ($K/Year) : 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($/visit): 
CHAMPUS Shift to Medicare: 
Activity Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique Activity Information: 

RPMA Non- Payroll ( $K/Year) : 
Communications ($K/Year) : 
BOS  on-Payroll (  on- ear) : 
BOS Payroll ($K/Year) : 
Family Housing  ear) : 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ($/visit): 
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Shift to Medicare: 
Activity Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique Activity Information: 

RPMA ND~-payroll ($K/Year) : 
Communications ($K/Year) : 
BOS Non-Payroll C ear) : 
BOS Payroll ($K/Year) : 
Family Housing ($K/Year) : 
Area C ~ s t  Factor: 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ($/visit) : 
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($/visit): 
CHAMPUS Shift to Medicare: 
Activity Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique Activity Information: 



Name: FORT RITCHIE, MD 

Total Officer Employees: 8 9 
Total Enlisted Employees: 941 
Total Student Employees: 0 
Total Civilian Employees: 1,027 
Mil Families Living On Base: 47.8% 
Civiliinns Not Willing To Flove: 6.0% 
Off ice:r Housing Units Avail: 0 

Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 0 
Total Rase Facilities (KSF) : 867 
Off ice]: VHA ($/Month) : 119 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 3 2 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day) : 8 5 
Freight: Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 0.07 

Name: FORT SAM HOUSTON, TX 

Total Officer Employees: 
Total Ehlisted Employees : 
Total Student Employees: 
Total Civilian Employees: 
Mil Farrilles Living On Basle: 
Civilians Not Willing To Move: 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 
Total Base ~acilities(KSF1 : 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day) : 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 

Name : PORT SHAFTER, HI 

Total Officer Employees : 292 
Total Enlisted Employees : 1,154 

Total Student Employees: 0 
Total Civilian Employees: 1,771 
Mil Families Living On Base: 100.0% 
Civiliarls Not Willing To Move: 6.0% 

Officer Housing Units Avail: 0 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 0 
Total Base Facilities (KSF) : 3,178 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 6 7 9 
Enlisted VHA ($/~onth) : 576 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day) : 167 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 0.07 

RPMA Non-Payroll ($K/Year) : 
Comm~mications ($K/Year) : 
BOS Won-Payroll  ear) : 
BOS E1ayroll ($K/Year) : 
Family Housing ($K/Year) : 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMFUS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Shift to Medicare: 
Activity Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique Activity Information: 

RPMA :!Jon-Payroll  ear) : 
Communications ($K/Year) : 
BOS Non-Payroll  year) : 
BOS Payroll ($K/Year) : 
Family Housing ($K/Year) : 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMPIJS In-Pat ($/visit) : 
CHAMPIJS Out-Pat ($/visit) : 
CHAMPIE Shift to Medicare : 
Act iv~. ty Code : 

Homeoomer Assistance Program: 
Unique Activity Information: 

RPMA Won-Payroll ($K/Year) : 
Commun.ications ($K/Year) : 
BOS Ncn-Payroll ($K/Year) : 
BOS Payroll ($K/Year) : 
Family Housing ($K/Year) : 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Shift to Medicare: 
Activity Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique Activity Information: 



Name : FORT SILL, OK 

Total Officer Employees : 1,297 
Total Enlisted Employees: 9,613 
Total Student Employees: 6,755 
Total Civilian Employees : 2,568 
Mil Fanlilies Living On Base: 19.8% 
Civilians Not Willing To Move: 6.0% 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 0 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 0 
Total Eiase Facilities (KSF) : 12,201 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 0 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 0 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day) : 7 1 
Freight. Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 0.07 

Name: FORT TOTTEN, NY 

Total Clfficer Employees: 
Total E:nlisted Employees: 
Total Student Employees: 
Total C'ivilian Employees: 
Mil Families Living On Base: 
Civilians Not Willing To Move: 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 
Total Ease Facilities (KSF) : 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day): 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 

Name: FT CHAFFEE, AR 

Total Officer Employees: 6 
Total Enlisted Employees: 6 1 

Total Student Employees: 18 2 
Total Civilian Employees: 2 5 0 

Mil Families Living On Base: 0.0% 
Civilians Not Willing To Move: 6.0% 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 0 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 0 
Total Base Facilities(KSF1 : 4,849 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 0 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 0 
Per Diem Rate ($/~ay) : 6 8 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 0.07 

RPMA :Non-Payroll   year) : 
Communications ($K/Year) : 
BOS  on-Payroll C year) : 
BOS Payroll ($K/Year) : 
Fami1.y Housing C yea ear) : 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMP'JS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPJS Out-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Shift to Medicare: 
Activity Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique Activity Information: 

RPMA I\lon-Payroll ($K/Year) : 
Commu~~ications ( $K/Year) : 
BOS Non-Payroll  ear) : 
BOS Pi~yroll ($K/Year) : 
Famil;{ Housing ($K/Year) : 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMPIJS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPIJS Out-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPIJS Shift to Medicare: 
Act ivfity Code : 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique Activity Information: 

RPMA Iron-Payroll ($K/~ear) : 

Commu~iications ($K/Year) : 
BOS Non-Payroll ($K/Year) : 
BOS Payroll ($K/Year) : 
Family Housing ($K/Year) : 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPIJS out-pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPIJS Shift to Medicare: 
Activity Code: 

Homeotmer Assistance Program: 
Unique! Activity Information: 

Yes 
No 



Name: PT DETRICK, MD 

Total Officer Employees: 219 
Total Ealisted Employees: 592 

Total Student Employees: 3 
Total Civilian Employees: 3,005 
Mil Families Living On Base: 28.0% 

Civilialls Not Willing To Move: 6.0% 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 0 

Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 0 
Total Binse Facilities (KSF) : 1,470 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 173 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 197 

Per Diern Rate ($/Day) : 8 9 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 0.07 

Name: FT DIX, NJ 

Total Officer Employees: 
Total Enlisted Employees : 
Total Student Employees: 
Total Civilian Employees: 
Mil Families Living On Base: 
Civilians Not Willing To Move : 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 
Enlistetl Housing Units Avail: 
Total Base Facilities (KSF) : 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 
Per Diern Rate ($/Day) : 
Freight Cost ($/~on/~ile) : 

Name: FT GREELY, AK 

Total Officer Employees: 
Total Enlisted Employees : 
Total Student Employees : 
Total Civilian Employees : 
Mil Families Living On Base: 
Civiliarls Not Willing To Move: 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 
Total Base Facilities(KSF) : 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day) : 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 

RPMA N'on-Payroll  ear) ear): 
Communications  ear) : 
BOS Non-Payroll ($K/Year) : 
BOS Payroll ($K/Year) : 
Family Housing ($K/Year) : 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ($/visit) : 
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Shift to Medicare: 
Activity Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique Activity Information: 

RPMA  on-Payroll ($K/Year) : 9,126 
Communications ($K/Year) : 631 
BOS Non-Payroll ($K/Year) : 36,365 

BOS Payroll ($K/Year) : 24,243 
Family Housing ($K/Year) : 11,813 
Area Cost Factor: 1.19 

CHAMPUS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 0 
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($/visit) : 0 
CHAMPUS Shift to Medicare: 0.0% 
Activity Code: 34245 

Homeowner Assistance Program: No 
Unique Activity Information: No 

RPMA Non-Payroll ($K/~ear) : 

Communications ($K/Year) : 
BOS Non-Payroll ($K/~ear) : 

BOS Payroll ($K/~ear) : 
Family Housing ($K/Year) : 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ($/visit) : 
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($/visit) : 
CHAMPUS Shift to Medicare: 
Activity Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique Activity Information: 



Name: FT HUNTER LIGGETT, CA 

Total Officer Employees: 54 
Total Enlisted Employees: 353 
Total Student Employees: 0 
Total Civilian Employees: 2 2 1 
Mil Families Living On Base: 6.9% 
Civilians Not Willing To Move: 6.0% 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 0 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 0 
Total Base Facilities(KSF) : 730 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 363 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 2 72 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day) : 112 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 0.07 

Name: FT INDIANTOWN GAP, PA 

Total Officer Employees: 3 3 
Total Enlisted Employees: 119 
Total Student Employees: 5 8 7 
Total Civilian Employees: 461 
Mil Families Living On Base: 1.0% 
Civilians Not Willing To Move: 6.0% 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 0 
Enliste'd Housing Units Avail: 0 
Total B,ase Facilities (KSF) r 4,304 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 12 9 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 7 7 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day) : 109 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 0.07 

Name : FT PICKETT , VA 

Total Officer Employees: 
Total Enlisted Employees : 
Total Student Employees : 
Total Civilian Employees: 
Mil Families Living On Base: 
Civi1ia:ns Not Willing To Move: 
Officer Housing Units Avail-: 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 
Total B8ase Facilities (KSF) :: 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 
Enliste~d VHA ($/Month) : 
Per Diein Rate ($/Day) : 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/~ile) : 

RPMA Non-Payroll ($K/Year) : 
Commu~lications ($K/Year) : 
BOS Non-Payroll ($K/~ear) : 

BOS Payroll ($K/Year) : 
Family Housing ($K/Year) : 
Area (lost Factor: 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Shift to Medicare: 
Act ivi. ty Code : 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique! Activity Information: 

RPMA Iron-Payroll ($K/Year) : 
Commurlications ( $K/Year) : 
BOS Non-Payroll ($K/Year) : 
BOS Pilyroll  ear) : 
Family Housing ($K/Year) : 
Area Clost Factor : 
CHAMPITS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPITS Out-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPIlS Shift to Medicare: 
Act ivi. ty Code : 

Homeovmer Assistance Program: No 
Unique Activity Information: No 

RPMA Non-Payroll ($K/Year) : 
Commur~ications ($K/Year) : 
BOS  on-Payroll ($K/~ear) : 

BOS Pa.yrol1  ear) : 
Family Housing ($K/Year) : 
Area Clost Factor: 
CHAMPZlS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPZ~S Out-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Shift to Medicare: 
Act ivi. ty Code : 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique Activity Information: 



Name : FT WAINWRIGHT, AK 

Total Officer Employees : 512 
Total Ehlisted Employees : 3,991 
Total Student Employees: 0 
Total Clivilian Employees : 858 
Mil Fanlilies Living On Base: 84.5% 
Civilians Not Willing To Move: 6.0% 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 0 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 0 
Total Base Facilities (KSF) : 5,768 
Officer VHA ($/~onth) : 385 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 3 76 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day) : 137 
Freight Cost ( $ /Ton/Mile) : 0.07 

Name : KELLY SUPPORT CENTEII, PA 

Total Officer Employees: 44 
Total Enlisted Employees: 9 5 
Total Student Employees: 0 
Total Civilian Employees: 269 
Mil Families Living On Base: 100.0% 
Civilians Not Willing To Move: 6.0% 
Officer Housing Units Avail.: 0 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 0 
Total Binse Facilities (KSF) : 751 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 172 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 5 3 
Per Diern Rate ($/Day) : 109 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 0.07 

Name : LETTERKENNY ARMY DEF' , PA 

Total Officer Employees: 
Total Enlisted Employees : 
Total Student Employees: 
Total Civilian Employees : 
Mil Families Living On Base: 
Civilians Not Willing To Move: 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 
Total Base Facilities (KSF) : 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 
Per Dienr Rate ($/Day) : 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 

RPMA :!?on- Payroll ($K/Year) : 13,592 
Communications ($K/Year) : 121 
BOS Non-Payroll  year) : 23,826 
BOS Payroll ($K/Year) : 18,721 
Family Housing  year) : 16,758 
Area Cost Factor: 1.97 
CHAMPlJS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 0 
CHAMPIJS out -pat ($/Visit) : 0 
CHAMPlJS Shift to Medicare: 0.0% 
Activity Code: 02871 

Homeowner Assistance Program: No 
Unique Activity Information: No 

RPMA >Ion-Payroll  ear) : 
~ommur~ications ($K/Year) : 
BOS Non-Payroll ($K/Year) : 
BOS Payroll ($K/Year) : 
Family Housing ($K/~ear) : 

Area Clost Factor : 
CHAMPrrS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($/visit) : 
CHAMPUS Shift to Medicare: 
Activity Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: No 
Unique Activity Information: No 

RPMA Non-Payroll  ear) : 
Communications ($K/Year) : 
BOS Non-Payroll ( $K/Year) : 
BOS Payroll ($K/Year) : 
Family Housing  ear) ear) : 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMPU9 In-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Shift to Medicare: 
Activizy Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: Yes 
Unique Activity Information: No 



Name : LONE STAR AAP, TX 

Total Officer Employees : 2 

Total Enlisted Employees: 0 

Total Student Employees : 0 

Total Civilian Employees : 3 0 
Mil Farnilies Living On Base: 0.0% 
Civilians Not Willing To Plove: 0.0% 

Officer Housing Units Avail: 0 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 0 

Total Base Facilities(KSF): 3,099 

Officer VHA ($/Month) : 2 1 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 2 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day) : 73 

Freight. Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 0.07 

Name: McALESTER AAP, OK 

Total Officer Employees: 
Total Enlisted Employees: 
Total Student Employees: 
Total Civilian Employees: 
Mil Families Living On Base: 
Civilians Not Willing To Move: 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 
Total Base Facilities (KSF) : 
Officer VHA ($/~onth) : 

Enlistel3 VHA ($/~onth) : 

Per Diern Rate ($/Day) : 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 

Name : NATICK RDEC, MA 

Total Officer Employees: 3 8 
Total Enlisted Employees : 8 3 

Total Student Employees: 0 
Total Civilian Employees: 1,100 

Mil Families Living On Base: 92.6% 

Civiliaris Not Willing To Move: 6.0% 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 0 

Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 0 
Total Base Facilities (KSF) : 716 

Officer VHA ($/Month) : 452 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 317 

Per Diem Rate ($/~ay) : 139 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 0.07 

RPMA Non-Payroll  year) : 
Communications ($K/Year) : 
BOS  on-Payroll  on- ear) : 
BOS Payroll ($K/Year) : 
Family Housing ($K/Year) : 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Shift to Medicare: 
Activity Code: 

Homeomer Assistance Program: No 
Uniqus Activity Information: No 

RPMA 1Jon-Payroll  ear) : 12,632 
Commu~lications ( $K/Year) : 0 

BOS Non-Payroll ($K/Year) : 12,021 
BOS Payroll ($K/Year) : 11,065 

Family ~ousing ($K/Year) : 333 
Area Cost Factor: 0.85 

CHAMPIJS In-pat ($/Visit) : o 
CHAMPIJS Out-Pat ($/visit) : 0 

CHAMPUS Shift to Medicare: 0.0% 

Activity Code : 40520 

Homeowner Assistance Program: No 
Unique Activity Information: No 

RPMA Non-Payroll CHAMP ear) : 
Communications   earl : 
BOS Non-Payroll  ear) : 
BOS Payroll  ear) : 
Family Housing  year) : 
Area Cost Factor: 
CKAMPUS In-pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Out-pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Shift to Medicare: 
Activity Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique Activity Information: 



Name : PRICE SUPPORT CENTE:R, IL 

Total Officer Employees: 
Total Enlisted Employees: 
Total Student Employees: 
Total Civilian Employees: 
Mil Families Living On Base: 
Civilians Not Willing To Move: 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 
Enlisted Housing Units Avall: 
Total Base Facilities (KSF) : 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day) : 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 

Name: RED RIVER ARMY DEPOT, TX 

Total Officer Employees: 8 
Total Enlisted Employees : 6 
Total Student Employees: 0 
Total Civilian Employees : 2,957 
Mil Families Living On Base: 100.0% 
Civilians Not Willing To Move: 6.0% 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 0 
Enlisted. Housing Units Avail: 0 
Total Base Facilities (KSF) : 7,745 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 2 1 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 2 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day) : 7 3 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 0.07 

Name: REDSTONE ARSENAL, AL 

Total Officer Employees: 377 
Total En.listed Employees: 1,097 
Total Student Employees: 1,076 

Total Civilian Employees : 11,073 
Mil Fami:Lies Living On Base: 87.7% 
Civilian:; Not Willing To Move: 6.0% 
Officer liousing Units Avail: 0 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 0 
Total Bane Facilities(KSF1 : 9,275 
Officer VHA ($/~onth) : 102 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 0 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day) : 92 
Freight C!ost ($/Ton/Mile) : 0.07 

RPMA IJon-Payroll ($K/Year) : 
Commuxiications ($K/Year) : 
BOS Non-Payroll ( $K/Year) : 
BOS Payroll ($K/Yearl : 
Family Housing ($K/Year) : 
Area Clost Factor: 
CHAMPITS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPCIS Shift to Medicare: 
Activity Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique Activity Information: 

RPMA Non- Payroll (  year) : 
Communications ($K/Year) : 
BOS Non-Payroll  year) : 
BOS Payroll ($K/Year) : 
Family Housing  yea year) : 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPU!; Shift to Medicare : 
Activil:y Code : 

HomeowIier Assistance Program: Yes 
Unique Activity Information: No 

RPMA  on-Payroll ($K/Year) : 22,156 
~ommuni cations ($K/Year) : 0 
BOS Nor.-Payroll ($K/Year) : 78,214 

BOS Payroll ($K/Year) : 49,150 
Family Housing ($K/~ear) : 11,406 
Area Ccst Factor: 0.78 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ($/visit) : 0 
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($/Visit) : 0 
CHAMPUS Shift to Medicare: 0.0% 
Activity Code: 1202 

Homeowner Assistance Program: No 
Unique .Activity Information: No 



Name: ROOSEVELT ROADS NB, PR 

Total Officer Employees: 
Total E:nlisted Employees: 
Total Student Employees: 
Total Civilian Employees: 
Mil Families Living On Base: 
Civilians Not Willing To Move: 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 
Total Base Facilities(KSF1 : 
Officer VHA ($/~onth) : 

Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day) : 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 

Name : SAVANNA ARMY DEPOT, IL 

Total 0:Eficer Employees: 
Total Enlisted Employees : 
Total Student Employees : 
Total Civilian Employees: 
Mil Families Living On Base: 
Civiliarls Not Willing To Move : 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 
Total Base Facilities (KSF) : 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day) : 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 

Name: ELELFRIDGE ACT, MI 

Total Officer Employees: 
Total Enlisted Employees : 
Total Student Employees: 
Total Civilian Employees: 
Mil Families Living On Base: 
Civilians Not Willing To Moire: 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 
Total Base Facilities(KSF1: 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day) : 
Freight Cost ($/~on/~ile) : 

RPMA  on-Payroll ($K/Year) : 
Commurlications  ear) : 
BOS Non-Payroll ($K/Year) : 
BOS Payroll ($K/Year) : 
Family Housing ($K/Year) : 
Area (lost Factor : 
CHAMPIJS In-pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPZTS Shift to Medicare: 
Act ivi. ty Code : 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique Activity Information: 

RPMA N'on-Payroll ($K/~ear) : 

Communications  ear) ear) : 
BOS Non-Payroll CHAM year) : 
BOS Payroll  ear) : 
Family Housing ($K/Year) : 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($/visit) : 
CHAMPUS Shift to Medicare: 
Activity Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique Activity Information: 

RPMA Non-Payroll ($K/Year) : 
Commun:ications ( $K/Year) : 
BOS Non-Payroll ($K/Year) : 
BOS Payroll ($K/Year) : 
Family Housing ($K/Year) : 
Area Cost Factor : 
CHAMPUB In-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Shift to Medicare: 
Act ivi t: y Code : 

Homeowrler Assistance Program: 
Unique Activity Information: 



Name: SENECA DEPOT, NY 

Total Officer Employees: 4 
Total Enlisted Employees: 5 
Total Student Employees: 0 
Total Civilian Employees: 315 
Mil Families Living On Base: 100.0% 
Civilians Not Willing To Move: 6.0% 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 0 
Enlisted Housing Units Ava1.1: 0 
Total Base Facilities (KSF) : 4,474 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 17 7 
Enlistel3 VHA ($/Month) : 142 
Per Diein Rate ($/Day) : 96 
Freight Cost ( $/Ton/~ile) : 0.07 

Name : SIERRA DEPOT, CA 

Total Officer Employees : 2 1 
Total Enlisted Employees : 3 52 
Total Student Employees: 0 
Total Civilian Employees : 646 
Mil Families Living On Base: 52.2% 
Civilians Not willing To Move : 6.0% 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 0 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 0 
Total BiiSe Facilities (KSF) : 5,324 
Officer VHA ($/~onth) : 0 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 0 
Per Diern Rate ($/Day) : 6 8 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/~ile) : 0.07 

Name: STRATFORD ARMY ENG, CT 

Total Officer Employees: 2 
Total Enlisted Employees : 0 
Total St.udent Employees : 0 
Total Civilian Employees : 0 
Mil Families Living On Base: 0.0% 
Civilians Not Willing To Move: 6.0% 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 0 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 0 
Total Ba.se Facilities (KSF) : 1,638 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 502 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 292 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day) : 101 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/~ile) : 0.07 

RPMA tron-Payroll  ear) : 
~ommur~ications ($K/Year) : 
BOS Non-Payroll ($K/Year) : 
BOS Payroll ($K/Year) : 
Family Housing ($K/~ear) : 

Area Clost Factor: 
CHAMPZIS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 
cmPZrs Out-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPCrS Shift to Medicare : 
Activi ty Code : 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique Activity Information: 

RPMA N'on-Payroll ($K/~ear) : 

~ommunications ($K/~ear) : 

BOS Non-Payroll ($K/Year) : 
BOS Payroll ($K/Year) : 
Family Housing ($K/~ear) : 

Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Out - Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Shift to Medicare: 
Activity Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: No 
Unique Activity Information: No 

RPMA Nm-Payroll ($K/~ear) : 

Communications ($K/Year) : 
BOS No:n-Payroll ($K/~ear) : 

BOS Ptiyroll  ear) : 
Family Housing ($K/Year) : 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Shift to Medicare: 
Activizy Code : 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique Activity Information: 



Name : TOBYHANNA ARMY DEPOT, PA 

Total Officer Employees: 
Total Enlisted Employees: 
Total Student Employees: 
Total Civilian Employees: 
Mil Families Living On Base: 
Civi1ia:ns Not Willing To Move: 
Officer Housing Units Avail- : 
Enliste'd Housing Units Avail : 
Total B4nse Facilities (KSF) :: 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day) : 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 

Name : WALTER REED AMC, DC 

Total Officer Employees: 
Total Enlisted Employees : 
Total Szudent Employees: 
Total Civilian Employees: 
Mil Families Living On Base!: 
Civilia~ls Not willing To Move: 
Officer Housing Units Avail. : 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 
Total Base Facilities (KSF) : 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 
Enlistetl VHA ($/Month) : 
Per Diern Rate ($/Day) : 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 

Name : lNMA PG, AZ 

Total Officer Employees: 
Total Enlisted Employees : 
Total Student Employees: 
Total Civilian Employees: 
Mil Families Living On Base: 
Civiliaris Not Willing To Move: 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 
Total Base Facilities (KSF) : 
Officer VHA ($/Month) : 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month) : 
Per Diean Rate ($/Day) : 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mile) : 

RPMA bron-Payroll ( $K/Year) : 
~ommurlications ($K/Year) : 
BOS Non-Payroll ($K/Year) : 
BOS Payroll  ear) : 
Family Housing ($K/Year) : 
Area Clost Factor : 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPZrS Out-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPZ~S Shift to Medicare: 
Activi ty Code : 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique: Activity Information: 

RPMA Elon-Payroll ( el o ear) : 
Commur..ications ($K/Year) : 
BOS Non-Payroll  ear) : 
BOS Payroll C ear) : 
Family. Housing  ear) ear) : 
Area C'ost Factor: 
CHAMPCS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($/visit) : 
CHAMPU'S Shift to Medicare: 
Activity Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique Activity Information: 

RPMA Non-Payroll ($K/~ear) : 

Communications ($K/Year) : 
BOS Non-Payroll  ear) : 
BOS Payroll  ear) : 
Family Housing ($K/Year) : 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Shift to Medicare: 
Activity Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique Activity Information: 


